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PREFACE. 



In the October number, 1907, of The American Journal of 
Semitic Languages and Literatures was published a letter of April 
18, 1906, addressed to me by sixteen American Orientalists, together 
with my reply of April 27, and an introductory note by Prof. Qiarles 
R. Lanman; and at a meeting of the Society of Biblical Literature and 
Exegesis J held in Philadelphia, December 30-31, 1907, a resolution 
was passed voicing a similar sentiment and desire as that expressed 
in the letter of the sixteen Orientalists just referred to (cf . Part II). 

Immediately after the receipt of an oflBcial copy of the latter I 
addressed the Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania as 
follows : 

January 6, 1908. 
To The Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania: 

Gentlemen: — In view of the continued public and private agitation, 
both against the University and the undersigned head of its Assyri- 
ological Section, upon the subject of the so-called ^'Peters-Hilprecht 
Controversy," as evidenced in part by the letter addressed to me 
April 18, 1906, by sixteen American QrientaUsts, and published with 
my reply and an introductory note in "The American Journal of 
Semitic Languages and Literatures," October, 1907 (Vol. XXIV, No. 
1, pp. 92-94 — copy submitted herewith), and by the preamble and 
resolution adopted on December 31, 1907, in this city by "The Society 
of BibUcal Literature and Exegesis," an official copy of which, sent by 
its Corresponding Secretary, has just reached me to-day (a copy of 
which is enclosed), I respectfully submit that it is my conviction that 
the report of your Committee, as made public in 1905, has not been 
generally accepted as satisfactory, because your proceedings were 
conducted in private and you have not made public the "pleadings'/ 
and testimony upon which it rests. 

I am further convinced that our absolute silence in the face of the 
continued attacks against me, and through me against the University, 
is producing increasingly serious injury to the reputation of the Uni- 
versity, as I know it is doing to my reputation as a scholar and a man, 
and I feel that the suffering and constant mental strain to which I 
have been for more than two years subjected, by reason of the con- 
tinued maUcious attacks and insinuations against me, cannot be longer 
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endured by me in silence with a preservation of my self-respect. I 
therefore respectfully request that you either 

1. Cause the publication of all the correspondence, documents and 
evidence bearing upon this matter, presented before and during the 
investigation conducted by your Committee in the year 1905, together 
with extracts from Vol. XX of Series A of "The Babylonian Expedi- 
tion of the University of Pennsylvania," reviews and critiques thereon, 
and correspondence in your possession and mine, both before and since 
1905, bearing upon the controversy; or 

2. Cause to be published all or such portions of the record of 
your Committee of investigation as you may deem proper, with 
permission to me to personally make publication of all material bearing 
upon the matter, as above indicated, of which you did not make use, 
in a personal supplemental statement to be issued by me relating to 
the matter; or 

3. Permit me personally to make the entire pubUcation, and 
furnish me with that portion of the data possessed by you alone. 

Very respectfully yours, 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 

While appreciating that you may not be in a position to determine 
at once how this matter must be treated as to the details, permit me 
to add that to me it seems necessary that you forthwith make public 
annoimcement (or permit me to do so) that publication of the full 
details of this matter will be made as speedily as possible. 

H. V. H. 

January 7, 1908. 

In the meeting of the Board of Trustees on January 7, 1908, a 
resolution was adopted and communicated to me as f oUows : 

University op Pennsylvania. 

OFFICE OP the secretary. 

College Hall, University. Philadelphia, January 8, 1908. 

Dear Prof, HUprecht: — I am instructed by the Trustees of the 
University to acknowledge the receipt of your letter to them, which 
was received on January 7, a few hours before the stated meeting of the 
Corporation. 

Your letter was read to the Board, and I was instructed to send 
you a copy of the Minute showing the action thereupon taken. It 
is as follows : 

"A communication from Prof. Hilprecht, dated January 6, 1908, 
upon the subject-matter of the so-caUed 'Peters-Hilprecht Contro- 
versy,' having been submitted to the Board, it was, after a full con- 
sideration of the subject, 

*' Resolved, That the Board approved of Prof. Hilprecht's proposal 
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to publish the entire correspondence, documents and evidence bearing 
upon the question, and that any information in the possession of the 
University which he may call for be furnished to him." 
Very respectfully yours, 

Edward Robins, 

Assistant Secretary. 
To Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, 

807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia. 



In accordance with this resolution, I have printed the entire 
material bearing upon the so-called Peters-Hilprecht Controversy, 
as submitted in 1905 to the Court of Inquiry of the University of 
Pennsylvania, including its proceedings and findings and the ultimate 
verdict by the Board of Trustees. This forms Part I of the present 
publication. In Part II, I have endeavored to meet certain new charges 
made against me after the controversy had been terminated oflBcisJly 
by the University, at the same time adding documents received 
within the last year or recently found among old papers. 

H. V. Hilprecht. 
Philadelphia, March 26, 1908. 
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Mattbb enclosed in brackets (tlius : [ ]), with or without the initials 
** H. V. H.,** is added by the Editor to indicate or supply omissions, correct ap- 
parent errors, identify documents, refer to pages, etc. In all other j)articulars 
the stenographic record of the examination of my accusers and the writings 
presented by them are reproduced verbatim. 

The same is true with regard to my defense. But while, in the case of my 
accusers, matter enclosed in brackets is generally referred to footnotes, in 
order to make these additions more striking to the eye, in my own case, the 
brackets as a rule are inserted in the text, to reduce the number of footnotes, 
which otherwise would have been considerable (at some places even interfer- 
ing with the proper reading of the text) ; the rapidity of my speaking, my 
foreign accent and the technical character of much of the subject matter greatly 
increasing the blanks and inaccuracies in certain portions of my oral ampli- 
fications and examinations. 

Wrong spelling of proper names, of titles of books quoted and other minor 
text corruptions have been corrected throughout the book without footnotes. 

The order of certain documents, passages and quotations, misplaced in the 
stenographic record, has been changed to preserve the logical sequence. Quo- 
tations presented at the time, but in the record introduced only with a general 
phrase, like ** passage read,*' ** tablet translated," appear in brackets. 
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PART I 
Proceedings of the Committee 

appointed by 
The Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania 

To act as a Court of Inquiry 
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A meeting of the Committee appointed by the Board of Trustees 
at a meeting held upon March 27, 1905, to act as a Court of Inquiry to 
hear and consider any charges which have been made, or may be made, 
against Dr. Hilprecht, and to report their findings to the Board, was 
held March 30, 1905, at 2 o'clock P.M. 

The meeting was called to order by the Provost, Mr. C. C. Harri- 
son, who said : 

Gentlemen: — ^The Committee being present, I beg to present the 
correspondence which preceded and led up to the resolution of the 
Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, which corres- 
pondence is here and will be read in the order received and written, and 
which is the basis of our formal organization for the investigation 
about to be made. 

On ttie 22d of March, 1905, I wrote a letter to Dr. J. P. Peters, 
which I now read : 

"March 22, 1905. 

*^Dear Dr. Peters: — ^My attention has been called to an alleged 
interview with you, which was published in the Philadelphia Press of 
Sunday, March 19, but not signed by you. This article (a copy of 
which is hereto attached) contains charges which affect the character 
and integrity of a professor in the service of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

" I write to ask you whether the public impression that you are the 
author of this article is correct, and if so, whether you desire to prefer 
against Prof. Hilprecht the charges which are contained in the printed 
interview with you. If you do so desire, and will send me a copy of 
the article, or charges in any form in which you may choose to put 
them, over your own signature, I will bring your commimication to the 
immediate attention of the Trustees of the University. 

"I have upon my desk a letter from Dr. Hilprecht, written several 
weeks ago, demanding the most searching examination; but as I have 
never received any charge from any one respecting his character — 
outside of the personal letters from yourself to a member of the Board 
of Trustees, which I was not permitted to use for the purposes of a 
formal and open investigation — I have no information of a responsible 
character which I can submit to the Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania. 3 

"Very respectfully yours, 

(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost. 
"To THE Rev. Dr. John P. Peters, 

"227 W. 99th Street, New York Qty, N. Y." 
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In reply I received a letter from Dr. Peters, dated March 24, 1905, 
which I will read (I have marked this letter No. 1). 

[DOCUMENT III.] 

"New York, March 24, 1905. 
'* Charles C. Harrison, LL.D., 

"University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa.: 
"iify dear Provost Harrison: — ^The article in the Press is based on a 
statement written by me and given out last Saturday, to correct vari- 
ous reports which have appeared in the newspapers. I had not sup- 
posed that any further word from me to you or the Trustees was 
necessary than had already been given. I was informed that two 
letters written by me, stating certain facts which had come to my 
knowledge, had been placed in the hands of a Committee of the Trustees. 
"The substance of the statement contained in those letters was: 
That Prof. Hilprecht had published in two publications bearing the 
imprint of the Department of Archaeology of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, and also in a German publication, as objects found in the 'Temple 
Library,' objects which were not found in what Prof. Hilprecht himself 
described as the Temple Library. I think I stated or intimated in 
those letters that such pubUcation was calculated to throw serious 
doubt on the existence of such a Library as had been represented to 
exist, and on either the efficiency or the honesty of the control of the 
material found at Nippur. Later I was informed that these facts and 
others were known to the Museum Board, and that the resignation of 
certain members of that Board was connected with that knowledge. 

" I think you are aware of my own personal relation to the matter : 
that certain very precise and definite facts came to my knowledge; that 
for certainty with reference to the first information which came to me, 
I asked Prof. Prince of Columbia to go down to Philadelphia and look 
at certain tablets on exhibition in the Museum, which had been pub- 
lished in Dr. Hilprecht's book as coming from the Temple Library; that 
he took with him the Rev. Dr. Lau, an Assyriologist and a former pupil 
of Dr. Hilprecht; that they both reported that in fact the two tablets 
referred to published in Prof. Hilprecht's work as coming from the 
Temple Library bore Museum marks, put on at an earlier date, which 
identified them as not coming from that Library at all. This led to a 
further examination of other objects published as from the Library, 
with similar results. I was not sure then, nor am I sure now, why or 
how Prof. Hilprecht pubUshed as from the Temple Library these objects 
so^clearly provable as purchased or found long before the discovery of 
that Library; but I was clear that these facts threw grave suspicion on 
the control and pubUcation of all that material, and rendered it ex- 
tremely desirable that the whole matter should be carefully investi- 
gated in the interest of the University and in the interest of science. 

"I did not wish to make any charges, but was ready, if desired, to 
substantiate the facts, as were Dr. Prince and Dr. Lau. I supposed 
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that the University or Museum authorities would themselves take 
steps to investigate the matter, ascertain the real condition and take 
such measures as might be necessary to secure proper control and 
publication of the material. I sincerely hoped that my connection 
with the matter might end there. 

"Then came the American Philosophical Society meeting. In- 
stead of quiet examination of the matter there was a sort of semi- 
public and ex-parte statement by Dr. Hilprecht, which resulted in a 
publication of the fact that I had made some charges. That meeting 
was on Friday. The Philadelphia newspapers sent representatives to 
New York to see me on Sunday. At firat I declin^ to see them. 
Then they sent in to me a nmrked copy of the Ledger. I saw that the 
matter had been made public, and that there was nothing left for me to 
do but tell the facts as I knew them. Accordingly I let the reporters 
come in and stated substantially what I had said in the letters referred 
to, but without saying anything about those letters. After that all 
sorts of things appeared in the newspapers, and on Saturday last, to 
correct those reports, as far as my part was concerned, I gave out a 
statement reiterating what I had already said in those letters, with 
something more of the same nature which had come to my knowledge, 
and answering the statement made by Dr. Hilprecht before the Philo- 
sophical Society, so far as I had been able to ascertain the contents of 
his statement; my object being to pin the matter down to essential facts 
and remove it from personaUties. 

"I certainly trust that the matter will be carefully looked into by 
the proper authorities. What has already been alleged can be verified, 
I think, by inquiring in the Museum. 

"My hope and desire was that the matter should not become 
public. In fact I prevented a publication of the matter at the Institute 
of Archaeology meeting last December. I had hoped that the Museum 
or University authorities would make a quiet and searching investiga- 
tion of the whole subject through their own staff, which was quite 
competent for the purpose; although I was ready to substantiate any- 
thing that I had written. It is not my fault that the matter has 
become pubUc. I regret that it did so. It having become public in 
the form and manner in which it became public, there was nothing left 
for me to do but to state the facts correctly. It is a matter of interest 
and importance to all to secure a proper control and a proper publica- 
tion of the objects found at Nippur. 

"I shall be very glad to put any facts within my knowledge at 
your disposal. I regret to say that I did not preserve a copy of the 
statement which I gave out. I meant to retain a copy, but my last 
copy was called for, and as the representatives of two of the papers 
assured me that they would publish the whole statement, word for 
word, I supposed that I should receive it back again in print. So far as 
I know it has not appeared in any paper in full. I think the fullest 
publications were made by the Tribune and the Evening Post of this 
city on Monday last. 
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"If you really need it I will recompose and put in shape that 
statement for you. A committee of the Trustees, consisting of Mr. 
Levering Jones, Mr. Houston and a third person whose name I have 
not, has had in its possession for some time, as I was informed, the 
two letters which I originally wrote. I did not suppose that it was 
necessary for me to present formal charges as before a court. I should 
have supposed that Prof. Hilprecht's own request for an investigation 
would have led, with what I had already laid before you, to a searching 
examination. May I venture to say, that if that examination had been 
conducted in the Museiun instead of in the American Philosophical 
Society, the results would have been more satisfactory. If a real 
examination is to be made of condition^ existing in the Museum, to 
further that end I will gladly present to you again, over my own signa- 
ture, all the facts as I know them, with such suggestions as I can make 
of the points which seem to need careful investigation. 
"Yours respectfully, 

(Signed) "John P. Peters." 

In reply to Dr. Peters' letter of March 24, received upon March 25, 
I sent the following telegram, and confirmed by the following letter: 

"Philadelphia, March 25, 1905. 
"Dr. John P. Peters, 

227 W. 99th Street, New York Qty : 

"Letter received. Important that any charges shall be formu- 
lated, signed and presented without delay. 

(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost." 

"March 25, 1905. 
^'Dear Dr, Peters: — I received, this morning, your letter of March 
24. I now beg to confirm the telegram which I have sent you, which 
reads as follows: 

" 'Letter received. Important that any charges shall be formu- 
lated, signed and presented without delay.' 
"Very truly yours, 
(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost.'' 
"To THE Rev. Dr. John P. Peters, 

"227 W. 99th Street, New York." 

Upon the receipt of Dr. Peters' letter of March 24, received 
March 25, 1905, a meeting of the Board of Trustees was called for 
March 27, 1905, when the following resolutions were passed : 

"Whereas, Charges have been made in the public prints which 
concern the integrity of Prof. Hilprecht as Professor of Assyriology in 
the University of Pennsylvania; and 
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"Whereas, Prof. Hilprecht in writing has requested an investiga- 
tion of these charges; 

"Therefore, be it Resolved, That the Board be recommended 
to appoint the Provost, the Vice-Provost and Messrs. Harris, Houston, 
Jones and LeConte as a Committee to act as a Court of Inquiry to 
hear and consider any charges which have been made, or may be 
made, against Prof. Hilprecht, and to report their findings to the 
Board." 

After the meeting of the Board on March 27, 1 sent the following 
telegram to Dr. Peters, which will be foimd in full on page 245 of the 
Letter Book of University of Pennsylvania: 

"Philadelphia, March 27, 1905. 
"Dr. John P. Peters, 

"227 W. 99th Street, New York Qty; 

"A Committee, consisting of the Provost, the Vice-Provost and 
four Trustees, has to-day been appointed to hear and consider any 
statements which you. Dr. Prince, Dr. Lau, or any other person may 
desire to make, in accordance with terms of your letter of March 24. 
The first meeting of Committee will be held Thursday, March 30. 
Particulars by mail.j 

(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost" 

This telegram was confirmed by the following letter: 

"March 27, 1905. 
''Dear Sir: — ^I write to confirm a telegram which I have, this after- 
noon, sent to you. This telegram reads as follows : 

(Telegram immediately preceding is here repeated.) 

"In reference to the particulars which I promised to send you by 
mail, I write to say that the first meeting of the Committee will be 
held on Thursday, March 30, at 2 o'clock in the afternoon. 

"For the general convenience, it will be held in the Board Room 
of the Real Estate Trust Company, at the southeast corner of Broad 
and Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia. 

"Very sincerely yours, 
(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison. 
"To Dr. John P. Peters, 

227 W. 99th Street, New York." 

The receipt of this telegram and letter was acknowledged by Dr. 
Peters in a letter dated March 27 (Exhibit No. 2), and receive! by 
me upon March 28, which reads as follows : 
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"New York, March 27, 1905. 
"Charles C. Harrison, LL.D.^ 

Provost of the University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa. : 

"ikfy dear Provost Harrison: — ^Your telegram and note were 
received on Saturday evening. It will be impossible for me to attend 
to this matter further until to-morrow, when I will send you a state- 
ment of such facts as I can lay before you over my signature. 

"It is not my part to make charges. Certain facts have come 
into my possession. Those I am very glad to give to you and to the 
Trustees. Any information or assistance that I can give you I am 
ready to give. It is your part and the part of the Trustees to consider 
whether the matter deserves investigation and to investigate it. It 
seems to me that you have already had material before you which 
should have led to a thorough investigation; but as from your letter I 
judge that this is not the case, I am ready to give you, as I stated in 
my former letter, such things as have come to my knowledge and to 
put myself at your service, for the sake of the University and of science, 
in assisting any investigation which you desire to make. If it is your 
desire to get at the facts in this matter, I am ready to serve you to the 
best of my ability. 

"Yours respectfully, 

(Signed) "John P. Peters." 

To complete the record, so far as the University is concerned, the 
following letter was sent on March 29, 1905 : 

"March 29, 1905. 
**Dear Sir (or Madam) :-:rThe Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania have appointed a Committee, consisting of the Provost, 
the Vice-Provost and four Trustees, to hear any statements which you 
may desire to make concerning the integrity of Dr. Herman V. Hil- 
precht, the Qark Research Professor of Assyriology. 

"If you desire to make a statement, or any charges, please inform 
me of the fact, and I will send you word as to the time and place of 
meeting. 

"Very respectfully yours, 
(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost'' 

The above note has been mailed to the following persons: Mrs. 
Cornelius Stevenson, Mr. S. T. Bodine, Dr. HermanA Ranke, Dr. 
Morris Jastrow, Jr., Dr. William H. Furness, 3d, Dr. A. T. Qay, Dr. 
Clarence S. Fisher, Mr. Calvin Wells, Prof. Paul Haupt, 2511 Madison 
Avenue, Baltimore, Md." 

Two answers have come to this communication, which I will read : 

"248 S. 23d Street. 
"Dear Sir: — ^I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of this date. I beUeve that the accusations which have been 
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publicly made against Dr. Hilprecht, reflecting upon his methods as a 
scholar, are justified; but I do not feel it incumbent upon myself to 
appear as the accuser, especially since Dr. Peters has voluntarily 
assumed this position. If, however, the Conmiittee desires to investi- 
gate the charges already made against Dr. Hilprecht, I shall be very 
glad to make a statement before it, expressing my views, or, if pre- 
ferred, this statement may be submitted in writing. 

"Awaiting your pleasure in this matter, I have the honor to be, 
"Very respectfully yours, 

(Signed) "Morris Jastrow, Jr. 
"March 29, 1906, 

"To Db. C. C. Harrison, 

Provost of University of Pennsylvania." 

"Philadelphia, March 30, 1905. 

" Afy dear Mr. Provost: — ^I have just received your favor of yester- 
day, advising me that if I desire to make a statement or any charges 
concerning Dr. Hilprecht, you would send me word as to the time and 
place when I might do so. 

"In a letter under the same date Dr. Hilprecht informed me that 
Mr. Jones had requested me to appear before an investigation Com- 
mittee to-day at 2 o'clock, and that Mr. Jones would officially notify 
me of thatfact. I have, however, received no word from Mr. Jones. 

"Although I was ready to attend the meeting this afternoon, since 
I have received your letter I will await your pleasure in the matter. 

" Let me state that I have made no charges against Prof. Hilprecht, 
nor do I desire to make any; further, in consideration of the fact that I 
have heard from different sources that he is making charges against me, 
and that a certain professor in the University has betrayed my con- 
fidence (on accoimt of which I am, however, not in the least appre- 
hensive), I prefer to be excused from appearing before the Committee, 
in order that I may not be misunderstood. 

"If, however, the Committee is desirous of making an investiga- 
tion, and feel that I can be of any assistance by appearing before them, 
I shall be pleased to do so at their request. 

"Sincerely yours, 

(Signed) "Albert T. Clay." 

I will now put upon record the following letters from Prof. 
Hilprecht: 

"January 24, 1905. 
"Provost C. C. Harrison, LL.D., 
"University of Pennsylvania. 

"Dear Mr. Provost: — ^With your and Mr. Frazier's consent the 
Vice-Provost, Prof. Dr. E. F. Smith, placed two documents, addressed 
by the Rev. Dr. John P. Peters, of New York, to W. W. Frazier, Esq., 
member of the Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, 

2 



Digitized 



by Google 



10 

namely, (1) a 'Memorandum' [see pp. 45ff., below] and (2) a letter dated 
'St. Michaers Chm-ch, New York, January 11, 1905' [see pp. 47ff, -below], 
in my hands, with a request to answer them. 

"Stupid, malignant and ridiculous as the charges made therein 
must appear to me, they cannot appear in the same Ught to others, 
unfamiliar with the true facts. In returning, therefore, the two docu- 
ments referred- to above to you, and thanking both you and Mr. 
Frazier for your courtesy in the matter, I respectfully request you, as 
the Provost of the University : 

" 1. That at your earUest convenience you call an extra session of 
the entire Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, before 
which both the Rev. Dr. John P. Peters, as my accuser, and I, as 
defendant, be summoned. 

"2. That the two documents referred to above, in their present 
form, be read in the presence of this entire assembly. 

"3. That, in addition to this, the Rev. Dr. John P. Peters be 
asked to explain what precisely he means by these charges preferred 
against me, and that a stenographical record be kept of his answers. 

"4. That I then be authorized to answer these charges in the 
presence of this entire assembly, and that a stenographical record be 
kept also of my answers. 

"5. That afterwards both the Rev. Dr. John P. Peters and I be 
informed in writing of the charges, answers and findings in this case 
by the Board of Trustees. 

"6. That, contrary to the threefold proposal of the Rev. Dr. 
John P. Peters, on p. 4 of his letter, January 11, referred to above ('to 
prevent publication'), the results as obtained by the Board of Trustees 
be given the widest publicity, and in order to protect me against similar 
attacks hinted at in Dr. Peters' letter, I, in particular, be allowed to 
publish : 

" (a) The two documents of said Rev. Dr. John P. Peters. 

" (6) The stenographical records of his and my answers. 

" (c) The result of the investigation by your Board in the official 
publication of the University of Pennsylvania, 'The Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania,' edited by myself, and 
indeed in the very first volume on the Temple Library, now in the course 
of preparation, and the appearance of which was announced by me in 
Gerriiany as early as summer of 1904, and again officially in my annual 
report (as Curator) read before the members of the Department of 
Archaeology* in the Lecture Hall of the Museum, on December 27, 1904. 
I stated there that it was to appear in 1905. 

" I have the honor to be, dear Sir, 

" Very respectfully , 

"Your obedient servant, 

(Signed) "H. V. Hilprecht." 

* "Mr. S. F. Houston, member of the Board of Trustees, was 
present. The record is on file, being delivered immediately after my 
reading it to the Secretary." 
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Philadelphia, March 22, 1905. 

''Dear Dr. Harrison: — ^Two months ago, I was informed that Dr. 
John P. Peters, of New York, had brought certain charges against me 
in the form of private communications, and I immediately wrote to 
you, on January 24, earnestly demanding a hearing, formal and open, 
at which Dr. Peters and I should be present and the statements of both 
parties taken down stenographically, and the decision of the Board of 
Trustees made public. 

"By your request, I have hitherto abstained from making any 
public statement. A few days ago, however, a communication, pur- 
porting to come from Dr. Peters, although unsigned, has been pub- 
lished, making formal charges of unprofessional conduct against me. 

"You tell me that this charge has not been sent to you, and that 
you have no knowledge of it whatsoever, excepting as you see it in the 
newspapers. 

"Notwithstanding this fact, the question has now reached a stage 
when I think I have a right to ask that the most searching investigation 
be made. I have served the University faithfully. A very consider- 
able prestige has attached to it by reason of my work. Charges of the 
most serious character, affecting my integrity and professional stand- 
ing, have been publicly made, and have attracted wide attention. 

"I have been silent, not because I could not fully and entirely 
meet all the charges, but because of my deference to the authorities of 
the University. I have waited now nearly two months since my first 
appeal to be heard, openly and formally. I respectfully beg you to 
institute immediately such a hearing as will give my accuser the fullest 
opportunity to state his charges, and as will give me, at the same time, 
equal opportunity to reply to them. 

"Yours very sincerely, 

(Signed) "H. V. Hilprecht." 

This letter was endorsed as follows : 

"Received by me March 24, 1 having been absent in Harrisburg 
upon March 23. 

(Signed) "C. C. Harrison." 

This completes the record of correspondence by the Provost of 
the University of Pennsylvania, viz., the letters of Dr. Peters to 
myself and letters of Dr. Hilprecht to me demanding a hearing. 

The members of the Committee will observe that Dr. Peters was 
informed on last Monday by telegram of the time of meeting, and par- 
ticulars as to place of meeting were given on the same day and received 
by him, sent by registered letter, and the receipt is pasted in the 
letter book at p. 246. 

By the same mail a letter was addressed to Dr. Hilprecht, p. 247, 
March 27, the same date as telegram to Dr. Peters. Dr. Peters was 
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communicated with by telegraph and Dr. Hilprecht ]oj hand delivery, 
so that both parties might receive the notice at the same time. The 
letter to Dr. Hilprecht, p. 247, is as follows : 

"March 27, 1905. 
^^Dear Dr. Hilprecht: — ^A Committee, consisting of the Provost and 
Vice-Provost and four Trustees, has to-day been appointed to hear 
and consider any statements which may be made against you as Pro- 
fessor of Assyriology in the University of Pennsylvania. 

"The first meeting of the Committee will be held on Thursday, 
March 30, at 2 o'clock. 

"The place of meeting will be in the Board Room of the Real 
Estate Trust Company, at the southeast corner of Broad and Chestnut 
Streets, Philadelphia. Your attendance is respectfully requested. 
"Very sincerely yours, 
(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost. 
"To Dr. H. V. Hilprecht." 

In consequence of which I received from Dr. Hilprecht a letter, 
which I mark No. 3, written the same evening, which I read : 

" 1932 Locust Street, March 27, 1905. 
**Dear Dr. Harrison: — I acknowledge the receipt of your favor of 
to-day, with especial thanks for the privilege granted to me by the 
Board to meet the Committee appointed and to meet my accusers on 
Thursday, March 30, at 2 o'clock, in the Board Room of the Real 
Estate Trust Company. 

" I shall be promptly there to meet the Committee. 
"Yours very sincerely, 

(Signed) "H. V. Hilprecht. 
"To Provost C. C. Harrison, LL.D., 
400 Chestnut Street, Qty." 

These communications, all of which are either copied in the Letter 
Book or are here on the table before you, contain, so far as I I'now, or 
as has been communicated to me, directly or indirectly, every word 
which concerns the matter of charges against Prof. Hilprc^ht until 
noon to-day. A precise copy has been kept of every word that has 
been written and will be found in the Letter Book of the University, 
and all the letters received have been preserved and will be made part 
of the proceedings of the Committee. 

Five minutes after 12 o'clock to-day I received two letters; they 
remain unopened. One sent by Dr. John P. Peters, 227 W. 99th 
Street, New York; the other from J. D. Prince, 15 Lexington Avenue, 
New York Qty. Both of these letters were handed to me by the 
same registered delivery and were endorsed by me "Received at five 
minutes after 12 o'clock P.M., March 30, 1905. C. C. Harrison." 
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Is it the pleasure of the Committee that these commmiications be 
opened? 

The Committee having expressed a desire that the letters be opened 
Mr. Harrison opened them, and said : 

There are two communications here, one entitled a statement 
prepared to be submitted to the Trustees of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania at request of the Provost. The second is a personal letter to 
myself. I will read both of them. They are as follows: 

[DOCUMENT yj 

STATEMENT 

Prepared to be submitted to the Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania, at the request of the Provost. 

In the early part of the year 1900, Dr. John Henry Haynes, then 
field director of the University of Pennsylvania expedition to Baby- 
lonia, excavating at Nippur, discovered in the southeastern mound 
of the ruins of the city, in the northeastern corner of that mound, 
from twenty to twenty-four feet beneath the surface, a large collection 
of imbaked tablets inscribed with cuneiform characters. Prof. Hil- 
precht, the scientific director of the expedition, arrived on the scene 
just as this excavation was completed and took charge of the tablets, 
which had been all, or almost all, boxed before his arrival. He an- 
nounced that these tablets formed part of the long-sought Temple 
Library of Nippur. 

Hilprecht asserts (cf., for instance, in "The Temple of Bel at 
Nippur," "Transactions of the Department of Archaeology," Vol. I, 
Parts I and II, p. 77) that "about 23,000 cuneiform tablets and frag- 
ments, mostly belonging to the older library" — ^that is, according to his 
description, the library lying from twenty to twenty-four feet beneath 
the surface of the ground, in the southern triangidar mound — "have 
thus far been saved." Elsewhere he says that he has collected, appar- 
ently for publication, about 500 tablets, mostly of large size, containing 
religious, mythological and astrological texts, from the reUgious and 
scientific section of the Temple Library, including the schoolrooms, of 
which about forty apartments, constituting, he asserts, one-sixth part 
of the whole division of the library, were excavated by Haynes in 1900. 

He has made practically four identical publications with regard to 
this library, two of them in publications bearing the name of the Uni- 
versity and therefore presumably official, namely, "The Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," Series D : Researches 
and Treatises, arid "Transactions of the Department of Archaeology," 
Vol. I, Parts I and II, 1904, and two pubUshed in the preceding year, 
not bearing the imprint of the University, namely, "Explorations in 
Bible Lands during the Nineteenth Century" and Die Ausgrahungen 
im Bel-Tempel zu Nippur, The pubUcation entitled "Explorations 
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in Bible Lands during the Nineteenth Century*' is the same as "The 
Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," edited by 
Hilprecht. The latter merely bears a date one year later and the 
imprint of the University, which the other did not bear. The article 
in the "Transactions of the Department of Archaeology," Parts 1 and 
II, 1904, is a translation, with very slight changes, of Hilprecht's Die 
Ausgrahungen im Bel-Tempel zu Nippur, published by Hinrichs, of 
Leipzig, in 1903. 

In all these publications he divides the library into two parts. 
The one in the northeast section of the mound above referred to is "a 
combined library and school" ("Excavations in Assyria and Baby- 
lonia," p. 524). This section, according to him, contained the school 
and "the technical books" which "gave all the necessary information 
on the subjects treated in the school" (p. 528). But it "also included 
more scientific works, tablets for religious edification, and 'books' of 
reference. To the first-mentioned class belong the many mathemat- 
ical, astronomical, medical, historical and linguistic tablets recovered ; 
to the second the hymns and prayers, omens and incantations, mytho- 
logical and astrological texts" (p. 529). In all these publications he 
prefaces his description of this section of the library by a plan made by 
Geere, one of the architects of the expedition, of the rooms explored 
by Haynes, so as to leave no doubt what he means by the religious and 
scientific section of the Temple Library, with the schoolrooms. The 
location and the contents of this section of the library are also carefully 
described in the text. 

As illustrations of the contents of this Temple Library proper, he 
gives (1) a cut of an "Astronomical Tablet from the Temple Library" 
(in the three English publications) ; (2 and 3) a couple of multiplica- 
tion tables, to show the way in which the scholars were taught mathe- 
matics in the school section of the library (one of these appears only 
in the German publications, the other in all four publications) ; (4) a 
"Drawing of a Temple Scholar" (in the German publication referred 
to above), described further as a specimen of "free-hand drawing on 
clay tablets from models and nature, in which unskilled scholars at 
times achieve quite dreadful results." Elsewhere, in his official publi- 
cations, this is again referred to as the work of pupils in the Temple 
School, and stated to have been on an unbaked tablet. Further we 
have (5 and 6) two specimens of uninscribed tablets, clay bas reliefs; 
(7) one hexagonal clay prism; and (8) a "round practice tablet" (in 
the German lecture only). These are all the specimen tablets from 
this combined library and school which he has published. 

Now, on examination it proves that (1) the "Astronomical Tablet 
from the Temple Library," given by Hilprecht as an illustration of the 
contents of that branch of the Nippur Library, not only does not come 
from that library, but was not even found at Nippur. It was bought 
for the expedition from an antiquity dealer named Khabaza by Prof. 
Robert Francis Harper, now of the University of Chicago, in the year 
1889, eleven years before the library was discovered, when Nippur 
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was virgin soil and the library twenty to twenty-four feet beneath the 
surface of the ground. The Khabaza collection, in which this library 
was contained, was gathered from three sites: (a) chiefly ancient 
Babylon; (6) Abu-Habba, the ancient Sippara; (c) the very much 
smallest part from Birs-Nimroud, the ancient Borsippa. That this 
was from the Khabaza collection is shown by the Museum marks. 
This tablet has been examined by Prof. J. D. Prince, of Columbia 
University, and Rev. Dr. Lau, of Newark, either or both of whom are 
prepared to confirm this statement. (2 and 3) Of the two multipUca- 
tion tables given by Hilprecht as specimens of the mathematical instruc- 
tion imparted in the Temple Library, one came apparently from 
Nippur, but was found by me ten years before the discovery of this 
Temple Library, when the region in which the library lay was still 
imtouched, and the library, according to Prof. Hilprecht's own state- 
ment, lay twenty to twenty-four feet beneath the surface of the 
ground; furthermore, it was found in a different portion of the ruin 
mounds, in the section of the city to the west of the great canal or 
river which divided the city into two parts, far away from the south- 
eastern mound, which Prof. Hilprecht describes as a Temple Library. 
The other multiplication tablet was purchased for the expedition by 
Daniel Z. Noorian in 1889, eleven years before the discovery of the 
Temple Library, and in that case came, as we know positively, from 
Abu-Habba, the ancient Sippara. For corroboration of this informa- 
tion with regard to the multiplication tables, I would suggest that the 
Curators of the Museum be asked to find these multiplication tables 
and identify the Museum marks upon them. (4) The "Drawing of a 
Temple Scholar" seems to have been discovered at Nippur by Dr. 
Haynes, where I cannot say; but it would also appear that it was not 
a clay tablet at all, but a fragment of a stone vase with the outlines of 
a goose upon it. For corroboration of this information I would suggest 
that the Curators of the Museum be called on to produce this object, or, 
in default of that, a photograph and notes relative to the same. (5, 6, 
7 and 8) The other specimens given as from the Temple Library I am 
at present unable positively to identify. 

From this statement it will be seen that of the eight specimens of 
every description given by Prof. Hilprecht as coming from that library, 
four are identified as found elsewhere, three of them ten or eleven years 
before the library was discovered, and two of them not at Nippur at all. 
Of the five inscribed objects, three do not come from the Temple 
Library. Of the three specimens of inscribed tablets given in the 
official publications, two are identified as not found in the Temple 
Library. 

The other section of what Prof. Hilprecht claims to be a library he 
designates as "the business and administrative department established 
in the 'library,' where contracts were executed, orders given out, 
income and expense lists kept, etc." ("Explorations in Bible Lands," 
p. 532). This section of what he calls the "library" is what is com- 
monly spoken of as a deposit of records, and by no one else has been 



Digitized 



by Google 



16 

designated as a library. This lay in the southwestern section of the 
tablet hill, or southeastern mound, according to Prof. Hilprecht, and 
here also about forty rooms had been excavated. He has given but 
one specimen of a document from this section of the library, namely, a 
clay envelope tablet (cut 49 in "Transactions of the Department of 
Archaeology," cut 47 in Die Ausgrabungen im B^lrTempel zu Nippur). 
Of this tablet he says ("Transactions of the Department of Archae- 
ology," etc., p. 114): "Of the numerous letters from the time of the 
first Babylonian and Cassite dynasties, taken partly from the library, 
partly from the business houses on the west bank of the Chebar, one 
dating from about 2300 B.C. may be briefly referred to (Fig. 49). It 
is at present still inside of its original clay envelope, which is sealed on 
each of the six sides twice with the same seal, containing name and 
profession of the sender, and is addressed on the front side *to Lush- 
tamar.' A new catastrophe befel Nippur before the letter could be 
sent off. Fully occupied at present by my laborious work on the 
Temple Library, I have, in spite of a very pardonable curiosity, not yet 
found time to open the envelope and acquaint myself with the private 
correspondence of Mr. Lushtamar"; thus positively describing it as 
found at Nippur. In "Explorations in Bible Lands" no cut of this 
tablet is given, but a full description, as follows (p. 532) : "A number 
of letters were found intact. The envelopes, sealed and addressed 
more than four thousand years ago, immediately before the city was 
conquered and looted, were still imbroken. While writing these lines 
one of these ancient epistles of the time of Amraphd (Gen. 14) lies 
unopened before me. It is 3^ inches long, 2\ inches wide and If 
inches thick. One and the same seal cylinder had been rolled eleven 
times over the six sides of the clay envelope before it was baked with 
the docmnent within. It bears the simple address, 'To Lushtamar.' 
Though sometimes curious to know the contents of the letter, I do not 
care to break the fine envelope and to intrude upon Mr. Lushtamar's 
personal affairs and secrets, as long as the thousands of mutilated 
literary tablets from the library require all my attention." It is a 
very striking tablet, having on the outside merely the address in 
cuneiform characters "to Lushtamar" (A-na Lu-ush-ta-mar). What 
the letter within contains is not known. This tablet has been ex- 
amined by Prof. Prince and Dr. Lau, who are ready, if desired, to 
corroborate this statement. This letter tablet was, in fact, if the 
Museum marks put on by Hilprecht himself at an earlier date are cor- 
rect, purchased by Hilprecht for Prof. J. D. Prince, now of Columbia 
University, in 1889, eleven years before the library was discovered. 

Such an exhibit, of course, raises the gravest doubt with regard to 
the whole question of the Temple Library. If there be such a library, 
why were not specimens which were dug up from Nippur in that 
library published, instead of tablets purchased or found ten or eleven 
years before the library was unearthed? How does it happen that 
tablets not found in that library should have been published as speci- 
mens of the library? I would suggest that it is desirable to ascertain 
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and make clear where the 23,000 or, as I believe it is elsewhere de- 
scribed, 24,000 tablets from the library are at the present moment? 
Is it a fact that the portion of these tablets given to the Museum of the 
University of Pennsylvania — said, I believe, to have been two-thirds 
of the whole — are now, or were three months ago, lying unpacked in 
the cellars of the Museum, as has been stated in public prints? How 
are these tablets discovered in the so-called Ubrary label^? Are they 
boxed and packed in such a way that they can be identified by the 
labels, or is it the case that the tablets from all parts of the moimd 
were packed together indiscriminately, without such labeling as would 
identify them? On p. 509 of "The Excavations in Babylonia and 
Assyria" there is such a description as would lead one to suppose that 
at the time when Dr. Hilprecht reached the mound no provision had 
been made in the notes or in the labeling or boxing to determine the 
exact provenance of tablets, and to render it possible to distinguish 
those which came from one place from those which came from another, 
nor is there anything to show whether or not Dr. Hilprecht caused 
those tablets to be unpacked, redistributed and so arranged as to 
show the place from which they came. 

There are other minor matters which I should hope, in the inter- 
ests of science, the proper control and the proper publication of the 
extremely important finds from Nippur woidd also receive considera- 
tion. One of these is the question of the architectural work and the 
plans prepared by the architects of the last expedition. Another is 
the ownership of certain objects. On one of my last visits to the 
Museum I saw an interesting object, which had been dug out by the 
expedition at Nippur, but which, I was informed, was the personal 
property of Prof. Hilprecht. I am further informed that in the case 
of one valuable object dug out at Nippur, permission to examine and 
study the same was refus^ to a scholar on the ground that it was the 
personal property of Dr. Hilprecht. I recognize it as being quite 
within the power of the Trustees to grant such objects as they wish to a 
Director; but at the time when I was informed of this fact a Curator 
informed me that the object which I had observed, and others, were 
the property of Dr. Hilprecht, because the objects discovered at Nippur, 
which were not retained by the Museum at Constantinople, were 
donated by the Sultan to Prof. Hilprecht personally, and not given to 
the expedition or the Museum. The same was true of all the objects 
found in the first two years. Technically and formally all were 
donated to me personally, the Turkish authorities taking particular 
pains to emphasize the fact that these were a gift to me individually, 
not to the University of Pennsylvania or the expedition, on accoimt 
of the valuable services rendered by me to the Turkish Government, 
the Imperial Museum and the cause of science. As I understood it, 
this was a phraseology intended to avoid technical complications and 
claims on the part of other expeditions from other countries of a 
similar proportion, or any portion whatever, of objects found. I never 
even mentioned it in my official report to the University, and never in 
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any way regarded the objects as properly belonging to me. Every- 
thing excavated by me or purchased by me while in the employment 
of the expedition was regarded by me as belonging, as a matter of 
course, in common morality, to the Museum of the University, except 
in those cases where I paid out money for the same and the University 
preferred not to take the objects, in which case I felt bound, of course, 
to pay the money for them out of my own pocket, the objects then 
becoming mine. 

At the request of the Provost I have drawn up this statement, to 
be presented to the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania. I do 
not appear as presenting charges or as a prosecutor. In this state- 
ment I come before you more in the capacity of a witness. Any 
information that I possess I am ready to place at your service. I have 
spent much time and taken much trouble in your behalf, that you 
might have such facts as I possess. I am ready, further, if it is your 
desire and if it can be arranged at times which are possible, to give you 
in person any explanation or answer to any questions which would 
tend to throw light on these matters. As I am not now resident in 
Philadelphia, it is not easy for me to go to the Museum and examine 
details. You have scholars there who, I am sure, can do all that 
work which is required, and could probably, if questioned, furnish 
you with much more information than I have been able to lay before 
you. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) John P. Peters. 

[DOCUMENT IV.] 

Columbia University, 

in the city op new york. 

Division op Oriental Languages. 

March 28, 1905. 
Charles C. Harrison, Esqre., 

Provost of the University of Pennsylvania. 

Dear Sir: — ^The Rev. Dr. John P. Peters has shown me your tele- 
gram to him in connection with the statements recently made about 
Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, wherein you mention my name and that of the 
Rev. Dr. Lau. I have also seen your letters to Dr. Peters on the same 
matter. In accordance with your request expressed therein, I beg to 
state in Dr. Lau^s name and my own that we. Dr. Lau and I, went to 
Philadelphia in December, 1904, and examined two tablets which, 
according to Prof. Hilprecht, belong to the Temple Library discovered 
at Nippur. These tablets are marked in Museum as D. J. P. 5-7-89, 
and Kh. 1766; 2, 12-7-89 [cf. p. 34]. 

The first of these documents is labeled with my name, D. J. 
Prince, an error for J. D. Prince, and is a letter enclosed in an envelope 
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of clay and addressed with the words ''a-na Lu-us-ta-mar'' = "unto 
Lushtamar." This tablet is part of a collection presented by me in 
1888 to your Museum through Prof. Hilprecht, i.e., some years before 
the discovery of the Temple Library at Nippur. 

Opposite this case, in another case also on exhibition, is the second 
tablet alluded to above, which I have identified with the tablet repro- 
duced in Prof. HilprechVs "Explorations in Bible Lands," p. 530, and 
called there "Astronomical Tablet.'' This document constitutes part 
of the "Khabaza Collection," which was purchased in Baghdad some 
time before the discovery of the Temple Library by Prof. Hilprecht at 
Nippur. 

I am ready at any time to be of assistance to you or your Board 
in trying to solve this unfortunate problem which has arisen in con- 
nection with the Temple Library, should you care to call upon me. I 
am, 

Yours faithfully, 

(Signed) J. Dyneley Prince. 

P. S. — In case of necessity, kindly address me at my house, 15 
Lexington Avenue, New York City. 

These letters just read from Dr. Peters, Dr. Prince, and the letters 
from Prof. Jastrow and Dr. Clay are the only communications which 
I have received up to this time. 

Mr. J. Levering Jones: Mr. Provost: You have stated to the 
Conunittee that a copy of the letters which have been presented here 
to-day by you shall be given to Dr. Hilprecht. There has been no 
request for a further hearing or for a hearing on another day by any of 
the persons we notified of this meeting, as I understand. 

Mr. Harrison : None, except from Prof. Jastrow. 

Mr. J. Levering Jones: Prof. Jastrow will appear if the Com- 
mittee desire it. I notice that Dr. Peters says that he is willing to 
appear before the Committee, if requested to do so. I would like to 
know the views of the Committee, whether these gentlemen should be 
asked to appear before the Committee, and if so when? And in this 
remark might be included also Dr. Prince and Mr. Lau. 

Mr. Harrison : Gentlemen, you have heard the suggestion of Mr. 
Jones. What are the views with reference to that statement? 

Mr. Harris : Does Mr. Jones mean to state that it will strengthen 
our position or the proceedings to have these gentlemen present. Dr. 
Prince and Mr. Lau are on record as having said they have nothing to 
say further than they have said in their letters ; what would be the 
object of having them present at the hearing? What object would be 
gained by this? 

Mr. Jones: I will answer you by saying that I do not think 
that anything could be gained for anyone at this time; the charges 
having been sufficiently formulated to permit Dr. Hilprecht to reply 
to them. 
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]VIr. Harris: Dr. Hilprecht has had an opportunity, of which he 
has availed himself, to hear the charges; woidd it be proper to hear 
him now, or would it be proper to give him an opportunity to read the 
charges and prepare himself to answer them, until a day to be agreed 
upon. 

Mr. Jones : There would be no reason for the holding of a meet- 
ing of the Committee until Dr. Hilprecht says he is ready to i*eply, and 
it would be very appropriate at that meeting to ask the persons who 
make these charges to be present, if they so desire. 

The Provost (to Dr. Hilprecht) : The question which Mr. Harris 
asks is, whether you desire to answer now or have a copy handed to 
you that you may prepare a reply? 

Dr. Hilprecht: I would respectfully request that a copy be 
handed to me to-day; but as I understand that Dr. Jastrow has not 
formulated his charges, that he be requested to put his charges in 
writing, that I may exactly know what he has to present. 

Mr. Harris : I ask to have Dr. Jastrow's letter read again. 

(Letter read again by Mr. Harrison.) 

Dr. Hilprecht : \ In view of this letter may I ask the privilege of 
receiving the statement Dr. Jastrow has to make in writing? 

Mr. Harris : I would suggest that Dr. Jastrow put his charges in 
writing. 

Dr. Hilprecht: lit would be more fair to me if he would be re- 
quested to put his charges in writing, as the other gentlemen have 
done, if he cares to do so. 

Mr. Harrison: Would an arrangement such as this answer: 
That the Provost be instructed to ask Dr. Jastrow to present his 
charges at the earUest possible moment in writing, and that the same 
action shall be taken in regard to any other persons who are mentioned 
in this letter read this afternoon, who may indicate their desire to be 
heard. That Dr. Hilprecht immediately be furnished with copies of 
the charges of Dr. Jastrow and any other person or persons may make, 
and then, at the invitation of this Committee, when Dr. Hilprecht 
shall announce his readiness to answer charges against him, every one 
who has made a charge against him be informed of the meeting and be 
invited to be present. 

Provided, that no written charges will be received after Monday, 
April 3, 1905. 

The parties to whom the letter of March 29, 1905, was sent being 
immediately so advised. 

This proposition was received by the Committee and the Provost 
instructed so to act. 

The Provost: , It is made a part of the record of these proceedings 
that the Managers of the Department of Archseology are of the opinion, 
as communicated by the acting President, that the Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania are the proper parties to conduct the 
investigation. 
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Mr. Harris : I move that when the Committee adjourn it adjourn 
to meet at the call of the Provost. 

The Provost: Has any member of the Committee anything to 
say? The motion is, that when this Committee adjourns it adjourn 
to meet at the call of the Provost. 

The motion was carried. 

Adjourned. 

In accordance with the instructions received from the Com- 
mittee at the meeting held to-day, March 30, 1905, at 2 P.M., Mr. 
Harrison sent the following letters: 

^^ March 30, 1905. 
^^Dear Sir (or Madam): — I do not wish to intrude unduly in the 
matter of the Peters-Hilprecht controversy, but, referring to my letter 
to you of yesterday, I have been to-day instructed to say that charges, 
in writing, will be received, addressed to the Provost, at No. 400 
Chestnut Street, until and including Monday, April 3, 1905. 

'* Copies of these charges will be handed to Dr. H. V. Hilprecht. 
"When Dr. Hilprecht shall have informed the Provost that he is 
ready to make his reply, a session of the Committee will be called, and 
all those who have made charges, in writing, will be invited to be 
present. 

" Very respectfully yours, 
(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost J^ 

The above note has been mailed to the following persons: Mrs. 
Cornelius Stevenson, Mr. S. T. Bodine, Dr. Hermann Ranke (Dr. 
Morris Jastrow*), Dr. William H. Furness, 3d, Dr. Clarence S. Fisher, 
Mr. Calvin Wells, Prof. Paul Haupt, 2511 Madison Avenue, Baltimore, 
Md. 

"March 30, 1905^ 
**'Dear Prof, Jastrow: — I am in receipt of your note of yesterday. 
I am instructed by the Committee to request you to formulate, in 
writing, any charges which you may desire to make against Dr. 
Hilprecht, and to send them immediately to me. No charges will be 
received after April 3. 

"Copies of the charges will be given to Dr. Hilprecht, and when he 
shall have informed the Committee of his readiness to reply to them, 
a session of the Committee will be held, and you and all other persons 
who shall have made charges will be invited to be present. 
"Very respectfully yours, 
(Signed) "Charles C. Harrison, Provost. 
"To Prof. Morris Jastrow, Jr." 

In reply to the above, Mr. Harrison received the following : 
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"248 South 23d Street. 

"Dear Provost Harrison: — In answer to your letter of March 30, 1 
beg to say that I have prepared a statement conveying my views relative 
to the charges which have pubhcly been brought by Dr. Peters against 
Dr. Hilprecht, and which I herewith enclose. At the same time I 
wish to emphasize my position as clearly defined in my letter of March 
29, that while I am very glad to appear as a witness in the investiga- 
tion, I do not conceive it to be my duty to act as an accuser, and must 
respectfully decline to do so. It is in this spirit and with this under- 
standing that I forward the statement, and if your Committee desires 
any further elucidation of the same, or wishes to see the publications 
referred to in this statement, I shall be glad to appear before the 
Committee at any hour that they may agree upon. 
"Yours very truly, 

(Signed) "Morris Jastrow, Jr. 

"April 1, 1905." 

[DOCUMENT VI.] 
[STATEMENT OF VIEWS OF DR. MORRIS JASTROW.] 

Pursuant to a correspondence I have recently had with Provost 
Harrison, I herewith submit a statement embodying my views as a 
student of Babylonian antiquities relative to the charges publicly 
brought by Dr. Peters against Dr. Hilprecht, and which charges, I 
understand, are now being investigated by a Committee of the Board 
of Trustees. 

The questions involved in the charges made may be grouped under 
two heads, (1) the question of method, and (2) the question of defini- 
tion. Of the two, the question of method is the more important and 
the more serious, since it is evident that, without a proper scientific 
method marked by accuracy and a strict adherence to truth, the con- 
clusions drawn from supposed data are invalidated. This applies 
particularly to a field like archaeology which, serving to so large an 
extent as a basis of history and the reconsideration of traditional 
opinions, demands the most rigid adherence to the principle that in 
all presentations of facts and results the statements of archaeologists 
should be accurate and, so far at least as the presentation is concerned, 
unimpeorchable. 

In his book, "Explorations in Bible Lands," reprinted under the 
title "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia" as an official publica- 
tion of the University's Department of Archaeology, Dr. Hilprecht 
has represented two tablets which were purchased in 1888-89 as having 
been found in the course of the University's excavations at Nippur 
during the fourth expedition in 1900. The statements in his book leave 
absolutely no doubt as to the interpretation to be put upon his words. 
He says (p. 529), "During our latest campaign we struck principally 
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the rooms in which the mathematical, astronomical (see p. 530), astro- 
logical, linguistic, grammatical and certain religious texts had been 
stored." 

In view of the direct reference in this sentence to the illustration 
on p. 530, on which there appears a picture of what is entitled "Astro- 
nomical Tablet from the Temple Library," only one conclusion can, as 
a matter of course, be drawn, namely, that the tablet was found some 
time between January and March, 1900, when, according to Dr. Hil- 
precht (p. 508 seq.), the so-called library was discovered by Mr. Haynes. 
Similarly, in regard to the second tablet the wording is unmistakably 
clear. Speaking (on p. 532) of the "business and administrative 
department established in the library/' he says, "a niunber of letters 
were found intact. The envelopes, sealed and addressed more than 
four thousand years ago, immediately before the city was conquered 
and looted, were still unbroken. While writing these lines one of those 
ancient epistles of the time of Amraphael (Gen. 14) lies unopened before 
me. It is 3J inches long and 2J inches wide and 1 J inches thick. One 
and the same seal cylinder had been rolled eleven times over the six 
sides of the clay envelope before it was baked with the document within. 
Though sometimes curious to know the contents of the letter, I do not 
care to break the fine envelope and to intrude upon Mr. Lushtamar's 
personal affairs and secrets, as long as the thousands of mutilated 
literary tablets from the library require all my attention." 

In a lecture on "The Temple of Bel at Nippur," originally delivered 
in German and, as the English translation informs us, "before German 
Court and University circles," and which was republished (in English) 
in the "Transactions of the Department of Archaeology of the Univer- 
sity" (Vol. I, pp. 67-125), equally definite statements with regard to 
these two tablets are furnished on pp. 113 and 114, with illustrations 
of both tablets on pp. 114 and 116 respectively. 

Indeed, in regard to the second and still unopened tablet, the 
statement in the lecture is, if possible, even more definite. After 
speaking of the fact that the letter is still inside of its original clay 
envelope, he adds, "a new catastrophe befell Nippur before the letter 
could be sent off." Such a statement or hypothesis would be abso- 
lutely without meaning unless it is assumed that the letter was actually 
found in the course of excavations at Nippur. In the German 
edition of the lecture, moreover, a picture of a mathematical tablet 
is furnished (p. 60) which is also claimed by Dr. Peters and Mr. Noorian 
to have been purchased, while a second mathematical tablet pictured 
in the book referred to (p. 531) as well as in both editions of the lecture 
(English edition, p. 113; German edition, p. 60) is declared by Dr. 
Peters to have been found in the course of his second expedition, and 
in a totally different part of the mound in which Dr. Hilprecht located 
the Temple Library. 

Even if it could be shown that the three purchased tablets actually 
came from the mounds at Nippur, the main question involved — that 
of method — ^would remain entirely unaltered, inasmuch as Dr. Hil- 
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precht, by his statements, has distinctly and unmistakably conveyed 
the impression that the tablets were excavated by the University's 
fourth expedition in 1900. 

That such an impression has been conveyed to scholars in an 
unmistakable manner may be gathered from references to be found in 
publications of Assyriologists after the appearance of Dr. Hilprecht's 
book. In a work by Dr. Alfred Jeremias, one of the most prominent 
of German Assyriologists, entitled "Das Alte Testament in Lichte des 
Alten Orients," Leipzig, 1904, the astronomical tablet in question, 
which was purchased in London in 1888 as part of the Khabaza col- 
lection and which bears the Museum number "Kh-1766," is repro- 
duced on p. 16 as "Tafel aus Nippur mit der Figur des Heptogramm" 
(Tablet from Nippur with the figure of the Heptogram). In the text 
Dr. Jeremias stat^, " Das Bild dieses Heptogramm aus altbabylonisch^ 
Zeit ist in Nippur gefimden worden" ("The picture of this heptogram 
of the old Babylonian period was found at Nippiu*"), to which state- 
ment there is added a reference to Dr. Hilprecht's book, p. 530. 

In a still more recent pubhcation, "Monotheistische Stroemungen 
innerhalb der Babylonischen Religion" (p. 7), the same author again 
refers to this tablet in the following words : " Das f uer die Astrologie 
der gesammten Welt hochwichtige Heptogramm der 7 Planeten aus 
dem das Pentagramm sich erklaert wurde auf einer altbabylonischen 
Tafel in Nippur gefimden" ("The Heptogram of the 7 planets, highly 
important for the astrology of the entire world and from which the 
Pentagram may be explained, was found on an old Babylonian 
tablet in Nippur"). Attached to this statement is a reference to the 
passage and illustration in Dr. Jeremias' book above referred to. 

In order to convey an idea of the impression that the method 
pursued by Dr. Hilprecht has made upon scholars, and more particu- 
larly upon Assyriologists, I cannot do better than ask the question, 
whether it is conceivable that Flinders Petrie, who has conducted exca- 
vations in Egypt regularly for more than twenty years, would in his 
accounts of his exploration, which are pubUshed by the Egypt Explora- 
tion Fund, ever think of including among the finds objects that were 
purchased in Cairo and in London? A glance at Dr. Petrie's works 
will show how painfully precise and conscientious an archaeologist must 
alwajrs be. 

In view of the unmistakable impression conveyed by Dr. Hil- 
precht's statement in regard to the three tablets in question, it seems 
imnecessary to enter into the question of the possibiUty that these 
tablets may have come from Nippur. As before stated, even if this 
could be proved, the situation remains entirely unchanged, inasmuch 
as Dr. Hilprecht, in three different pubUcations, did not state the fact 
of their having been purchased. Apart from this, however, no evidence 
has been furnished to indicate that the tablets did come from Nippur, 
and I doubt whether evidence of a satisfactory character to Assyri- 
ologists can be furnished in the case of the tablets in question. I may 
add that evidence to determine the origin of tablets purchased from 
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dealers is derived from three sources: (1) the clay, (2) the character of 
the writing, (3) the contents. The assertion of dealers or of Arab 
thieves have of course no weight, unless such assertions can be sub- 
stantiated by concurrent testimony. What evidence of this character 
exists seems to point to Babylon or Sippar for the origin of the three 
tablets under consideration. From the clay it is only in exceptional 
circumstances possible to draw any conclusion whatsoever, and even 
under such circumstances concurrent testimony from the character of 
the writing and from the contents is essential before conclusions drawn 
from this source can be accepted by scholars. From the character of 
the writing the age of the tablet can be approximately determined, 
and also whether it is an Assyiian or a Babylonian inscription. The 
contents of the tablet furnishes in many, but by no means in all, cases 
a clue to the solution. In the case of the three bought tablets, if the 
clay shows any peculiarities. Dr. Hilprecht has failed to indicate them, 
and before a supposition can be based on an examination of clays it 
would be necessary to examine the larger part of the tablets found in 
Nippur. Whatever the results of such an examination might be, no 
scholar would for a moment think of asserting, on such a basis, that an}^ 
purchased tablet must necessarily have come from any one single 
mound or from any particular place in that mound. Clay in ancient 
as in modern times was an article of merchandise and could be shipped 
from one place to another. 

As to the characters, the astronomical tablet has no writing on the 
one side, and only a few barely legible characters on the other. It is 
manifest that the contents cannot be used as evidence in this case, and 
still less so in the case of the other tablet which has not been opened, 
and which contains on the envelope merely two words. The tablet 
should by all means be opened, and if it turns out to be a private letter, 
not referring to the Temple, it would not belong to the Temple Library 
no matter in what mound it was found. 

This brings me to the second question — Dr. Hilprecht^s definition 
of a Temple Library. I may say that his definition differs in toto from 
that recognized by scholars in general, and when there exists a con- 
census of opinion on a subject it devolves upon the one who deviates 
from this concensus to give valid reasons for doing so. 

A Temple Library implies primarily a collection of tablets of a 
literary character — incantations, omens, prayers, legends, epics and 
myths, to which may be added medical and astronomical texts — found 
within the Temple precincts. The temples in large centres of Baby- 
lonia were also commercial institutions on a larger or smaller scale, 
and hence there existed in these temple archives, comprising business 
documents, and when they are found in a temple and deal with temple 
affairs they are called temple documents; but nobody would think of 
calling such documents a Temple Library. For example, at Telloh a 
large collection of such temple documents was found a number of years 
ago by the French expedition under de Sarzec. A great majority of 
these documents were stolen by Arabs during the temporary cessation 
3 
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of excavations, and falling into the hands of dealers have found their 
way into the museums of Europe and of the United States. An edition 
of the share that was bought by the Berlin Museum was published in 
1896, and the editor, Dr. Georg Reisner (an American scholar), 
properly calls his work ^^Tempel-Urkunden aus Telloh" (Temple Docu- 
ments from Telloh). 

Temples also, at least in certain places, bear indications of having 
been depositories for business documents of a private character, and 
tablets of this nature, conmionly called contract tablets, have been 
found in large numbers at various places, but are never spoken of as 
forming part of a Temple Library. Such collections are analogous to 
modern Recorders' offices — ^not to Ubraries. Again, in the temples 
were situated schools for the education of aspirants to knowledge 
(which was largely confined to priests), and documents foimd in that 
part of the temple devoted to instruction cover writing exercises, 
syllabaries, sign-lists, mathematical tablets, and the like. In the 
Temple at Sippar a collection of such documents was found by Prof. 
Scheil (the first publisher of the Hammurabi Code), and in his work 
on the excavations at Sippar, entitled "Une Saison des Fouilles," 
Cairo, 1903, he speaks of these documents in a chapter which he prop- 
erly calls " L'Ecole de Sippar" C^The School of Sippar''). He does not 
designate such documents as constituting part of the Temple Library. 
I refer to these illustrations because in a lecture on the Temple Library 
at Nippur, delivered before the American Philosophical Society on the 
evening of March 3, Dr. Hilprecht referred specifically to the discoveries 
made at Telloh and Sippar. Nor are chronological lists, even when 
found within the temple precincts, regarded in the strict sense as part 
of a Temple Library, but come Ukewise imder the head of Temple 
archives. These lists were drawn up for practical purposes to serve 
as an index for the dating of business documents. 

The collection made by the Assyrian King Ashurbanapal in the 
city of Nineveh, and discovered by Layard and Rassam, is a library 
because, while it also contains sign-lists, exercise tablets, etc., it con- 
sists for the largest part of tablets of a pronounced and definite literary 
character, incantations, hymns, omens, astrological tablets, medical 
tablets, legends, myths and the like. Of the twenty or more tablets, 
therefore, which Dr. Hilprecht exhibited in connection with his lecture 
before the American Philosophical Society, only two fragments of 
incantations can properly be classed as belonging to a Temple Library. 
Since, in his lecture on the Temple of Bel (German edition, p. 61 ; Eng- 
lish translation, p. 113), he says, "about five hundred large tablets of a 
literary character have been found," the question naturally arises, why 
did he not exhibit at least a number of these large tablets of a dis- 
tinctly literary character? 

In his ** Excavations in Babylonia and Assyria" (p. 529), as well 
as in his lecture (English edition, p. 113; German edition, p. 61), She 
indicates that most of the religious, mythological and astrological texts 
still lie buried in the triangular mound. This is a hypothesis, and on 
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the basis of it one is not warranted in calling the discovery of tablets 
made by Mr. Haynes, January-March, 1900, '^one of the most far- 
reaching archaeological discoveries of the whole last century." If the 
greater part of the literary collection is still underground it cannot be 
said to be discovered: Again, in his lecture on the Temple of Bel 
(English edition, p. 80; German edition, p. 17), he says, 'Hhat twenty- 
three thousand cuneiform texts from the library and priest school had 
been found." Since he differentiates such texts from business docu- 
ments, of which he says twenty-eight thousand have been found, 
scholars were naturally led to suppose that a great literary collection 
had been discovered, which was to be placed on the same footing with 
the Library of Ashurbanapal. As a proof that this impression was 
distinctly and unmistakably conveyed, I may refer to a very recent 
publication by a French Assyriologist, Dr. Qiarles Fossey, ^'Manuel 
d'Assyriologie" (Paris, 1904, p. 6). A comparison of the Nippur 
Library with that of Nineveh is actually made in this book on the 
basis of Dr. Hilprecht's statements, and the former is spoken of as *'la 
decouverte d'une bibliotheque non moins considerable" ("a discovery 
of a library not less considerable") (namely, than that of the library at 
Nineveh). 

Here again the main point involved is that scholars have been 
misled by Dr. Hilprecht's statements. The possibility of the existence 
of a literary collection at Nippur is, of course, not denied : but in order 
to prove its existence it is absolutely imperative to place before scholars 
a considerable number — at least a few thousand — of cuneiform texts 
of an unquestionably literary character. The publication of a few 
hundred literary tablets would not suffice, because nests of literary 
tablets have turned up sporadically at various places. So, for example, 
some ninety literary tablets, of which all but a few are hymns, were 
found together apparently in Babylon, purchased by the Berlin Museum, 
and published under the title '^Sumerische Babylonische Hymnen," 
by Dr. Georg Reisner. The Berlin Museum, however, did not announce 
in connection with this publication that it had secured a library. 

I may add that the first doubt I received in regard to the character 
of the tablets found at Nippur was suggested to me by Prof. Carl Bezold, 
during a meeting in Munich, in the summer of 1903. Dr. Bezold is the 
Professor of Assyriology at the University of Heidelberg and editor of 
the Zeitschrijt fuer Assyriologie, and he was sent for by the Trustees 
of the British Museum to prepare a catalogue of the Nineveh Library. 
He devoted ten years to this work and his publication covers five large 
volumes. He is therefore peculiarly competent to speak on the subject 
of clay libraries, and it was he who first indicated to me his suspicion 
that what was found at Nippur was a temple archive, consisting chiefly 
of business documents, and not a temple library. 

Apart from this, however, and while hoping with all scholars that 
a literary collection may yet be found at Nippur, or even granting that 
it may be proved to have already been found, I cannot refrain from 
expressing the opinion that, by statements in regard to the finds made 
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at Nippur during the fourth expedition, Dr. Hilprecht has laid him- 
self open to just criticism, inasmuch as he has not in any measure 
fulfilled the promise conveyed in assertions like " one of the most far- 
reaching archaeological discoveries of the whole last century'* or that 
"twenty-three thousand literary tablets have been found." Five 
years have elapsed since the announcement oiF the discovery of a 
Temple Library was made, and not a single tablet of a Uterary character 
has been published during this time. Ail that has been given to us as 
emanating from the "library" are three tablets that were not excav- 
ated in 1900 or by any expedition of the University, but which were 
purchased at Hillah and London, while a fourth tablet, pictiu"ed in Dr. 
Hilprecht's three publications above referred to, was found by Dr. 
Peters eleven years before the announcement of the discovery of the 
Temple Library was made. Not the slightest indications were given in 
any of the three publications that the three tablets were purchased 
and that the fourth was found eleven years before the discovery of the 
library was announced. Nor is a single reason furnished why these 
tablets should have come from the Temple Library at Nippur. It is 
no explanation whatsoever to say that it was not necessary to give 
such indications and reasons in a "popular" work. Even popular 
works bearing on archaeology must be accurate. Besides, an official 
publication of a Department of Archaeology is not a popular work, and 
certainly, if anywhere, archaeological accuracy is to be looked for in an 
official publication of an Archaeological Department. The same 
remark holds good in the case of a lectdre delivered before " University 
circles," and which is reprinted as a contribution from the "Scientific 
Director" of the Nippur Expedition in a scientific and official pub- 
lication of an Archaeological Department connected with a learned 
institution. 

In view of all this, it is natural that scholars should maintain a 
skeptical attitude toward statements emanating from Dr. Hilprecht. 

I have endeavored to place before you my views on the subject as 
a student who has been engaged in the study of Babylonian antiquities 
for more than twenty years, and I wish to emphasize the fact that I 
speak solely in that capacity. I have refrained from touching upon 
other questions involved in regard to which I have not sufficient data, 
but I may perhaps be permitted to suggest that an investigation of the 
subject should cover the question which has been raised as to whether 
any of the tablets exhibited by Dr. Hilprecht before the American 
Philosophical Society belong to the finds of the fourth expedition; 
and that some further information be given in regard to the picture of 
a bird on a clay tablet referred to in the book (p. 527) and (on p. 59) 
in the German edition of the lecture, accompanied by an illustration 
which is entitled "Zeichnung eines Tempel Schiilers" ("Drawing of a 
pupil of the Temple School"). 

In conclusion I would state it as my opinion that Assyriologists of 
standing the world over would concur with me in the disapproval of 
Dr. Hilprecht's method as indicated in the foregoing statement. 

April 1, 1905. (Signed) Morris Jastrow. 
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[DOCUMENT VII.] 

■ ^ ' [STATEMENT OF DR. HERMAN RANKE.] 

[April 3, 1905.] 
The charges brought against Dr. H. V. Hilprecht by the Rev. John 
P. Peters, of New York, seriously question Dr. Hilprecht's scholarly 
methods and accuracy and, therefore, his trustworthiness as a scholar. 
The chief inaccuracy of which Dr. Hilprecht stands accused consists 
in the fact that in the official publications of the history and results of 
the Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennyslvania he has 
quoted as being dug up by the fourth expedition of the University at 
Nippur two cuneiform tablets which, as he has since admitted himself, 
were purchased, one at London some time before any excavations of 
the University had been started in Babylonia; the other at Hillah in 
Babylon, some time after the close of the first expedition of the 
University. 

The official publications referred to are : 

1. "The Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia,'' forming 
Volume I of Series D ("Researches and Treatises") of the Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania, published by the 
Department of Archaeology of the University of Pennsylvania, Phila- 
delphia, 1904. 

2. "The Temple of Bel at Nippur," forming Part II of Vol. I 
of the "Transactions of the Department of Archaeology of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania," published by the Department, Philadelphia, 
1904. 

To quote from the first pubUcation, — p. 529: "During our latest 
campaign we struck principally the rooms in which the mathematical, 
astronomical (see p. 530), astrological .... texts had been stored." 
On p. 530 the picture of a tablet is given and under it the words "As- 
tronomical Tablet from the Temple Library" — this tablet, according 
to its label in the exhibition of the University Museum, having been 
bought in London before the University had started excavations in 
Babylonia (compare pp. 113 and 114 of the second publication referred 
to above). 

p. 532: "Concerning the character of the business and adminis- 
trative department established in the 'library' .... I have little to 

add A number of letters were found intact. The envelopes, 

sealed and addressed more than four thousand years ago, immediately 
before the city was conquered and looted, were still unbroken. While 
writing these lines one of these ancient epistles .... lies unopened 

before me It bears the simple address, 'To Lushtamar'" — 

this tablet, according to the label in the exhibition of the University 
Museum, having been bought at Hillah some two months after the 
close of the first expedition of the University (compare pp. 114 and 116 
of the second publication referred to above). 

The fact that these two tablets were bought has been admitted by 
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Dr. Hilprecht in his lecture before the American Philosophical Society 
on March 3, 1905. Therefore; that he has laid himself open to the 
charge of misrepresentations in the first official publications of the 
Scientific Director of the Babylonian Expedition of the Univeraity of 
Pennsylvania is an historical fact which lies beyond the range of any 
discussion, and these two miselading statements will forever question 
the absolute trustworthiness of the entire official report on the history 
and results of the Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

A question of secondary, and only secondary, importance is, 
whether the two tablets referred to, after all, came from Nippur, 
although they have not been excavated by thie University. This has 
been asserted by Dr. Hilprecht in his lecture before the American 
Philosophical Society, and since I have devoted considerable time and 
work to tablets which belong to the same collections as the "Astro- 
nomical" and the "Lushtamar" tablets, it may be of interest to hear 
the reasons for my dissent from Dr. Hilprecht's views on this question. 

As to the "Astronomical Tablet'* : 

1. It was bought in London by Dr. R. F. Harper, now Professor 
at the University of Chicago, as part of a large collection of tablets and 
other Babylonian objects, from an antiquity dealer, on August 15, 1888 — 
that is, about five months before the first excavations of the University 
began at Nippur. The collection is known as the Kh2 collection. 

2. The Kh2 collection contains some objects which come from 
Babylon and a large number of tablets coming from Sippar. To my 
knowledge, not a single one of its tablets can be shown as coming from 
Nippur. 

3. Thirty-four business documents of the Kh2 collection belong- 
ing to the *^ NeO'Bahylonian'* period have been published by Dr. G. A. 
Barton, of Bryn Mawr College, in Vol. XVI of The American Journal 
of Semitic Languages and Literature, They all come from the city of 
Sippar. 

The business documents of the early Babylonian period (time of the 
so-called Hammurabi dynasty) of the same collection have been care- 
fully studied by myself during the last years and 119 of them copied and 
prepared for publication. They all come from the city of Sippar, and, 
in fact, belong to the same find of which the Sippar tablets in the 
British Museimi (published in Parts II, IV, VI, and VIII of "Cunei- 
form Texts from Babylonian Tablets") form a part. This is proven 
by the occurrence of the names of identical persons (who are mentioned 
as engaged in various business transactions) in the London as well as 
in the Philadelphia tablets. 

4. The contents of the '* Astronomical Tablet'* tells nothing as 
to its probable provenance. The reverse is blank, and on the obverse 
only a few signs are legible, sufficient only to warrant us in saying that 
the text must have referred to astronomical subjects, and that the 
writing belongs to the early Babylonian period. 

5. An examination of the clay of this tablet also would give no 
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definite results. Clay of different composition is found among the 
Nippur tablets. The examination of three Nippur antiquities made 
by Prof. Amos Brown, of this University (compare A. T. Clay, ** Busi- 
ness Documents of Murashii Sons," Vol. X, p. 1, note 3) has shown : 

Murashii clay 32.75 per cent, calcium carbonate. 

Qay of Cassite period 28 

Qay weight, MurashA tune 29.05 " " '' 

The Sippar tablets, to my knowledge, have thus far not yet been 
subjected to a similar examination. Therefore, unless by the test 
of hundreds of tablets it is shown — 

That the Sippar clay is totally different from the Nippur clay, and 

That the "Astronomical tablet" clearly manifests similarities to 
the one or the other — a test of the clay of this tablet would be abso- 
lutely valueless for the determination of its origin. 

From the above reasons it will be apparent that I am unable to 
see any evidence whatever to show that the "Astronomical tablet" 
came from Nippur. 

As to the "Lushtamar Tablet" : 

1. It was bought in Hillah by Dr. Hilprecht, as part of a small 
collection of tablets, in the summer of 1889, that is after the close of 
the first expedition of the University. The money with which this 
collection was bought was given by Dr. J. D. Prince, now Professor 
at Columbia University, and the collection is known as the second part 
of the J. D. Prince collection. (The first part of this collection was 
bought at Bagdad, thirteen days before the University excavations 
began.) 

2. The tablets of this "Second Prince Collection," as it may be 
called, contain seventeen letters and business dociunents of the time 
of the so-called Hammurabi dynasty. To give an illustration of some 
of them, with their catalogue nimibers, let me quote : 

1804 Receipt for 3 shekels of silver. 

1805 "Tablet, enclosed in an envelope, sealed." 

1806 An adoption contract. 

1807 "Letter with envelope, First Dynasty of Babylon." 

1808 The Lushtamar Tablet. 

1809 A letter without an envelope. 

3. Of this collection, to my knowledge, nothing as yet has been 
published. I, myself, have not examined the letters belonging to it, 
and there is a possibility that their contents may tell something about 
their probable provenance. I have, however, examined, copied and 
incorporated in my forthcoming volume on "Early Babylonian Busi- 
ness Documents" the adoption contract, referred to above under No. 
1806. This contract is datable, although no date is given, for the 
oath formula occurring in it shows that the tablet was written under 
King Abil-Sin, the grandfather of Hammurabi (this fact seems to have 
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been overlooked by Dr. Hilprec4it when he arranged for exhibition in 
the jVIuseum the tablets of the different rulers of the Hammurabi 
Dynasty). The oath formula, furthermore, shows that the tablet 
was written at Sippar, for Sham ash, the chief god of that city, is the 
first deity mentioned in the oath. In fact, this tablet shows the same 
combination of witnesses which is shown from several published Sippar 
tablets of the time of Abil-Sin and his son Sin-mubalit. It therefore 
evidently belongs to the same find of Sippar tablets, referred to above, 
of which the published Hammurabi tablets in the British Museum 
as well as the Early Babylonian Sippar tablets of the Kh2 collection 
in possession of the University, which I have prepared for publication, 
form a part. 

4. The contents of the ^^Lushtamar Tablet'' are as yet unknown. 
The cuneiform signs of the address on its envelope (*'To Lushtamar'') 
show by their forrfi that the tablet belongs to the period of the Ham- 
miu*abi Dynasty. The name Lushtamar occurs four times in this 
abbreviated form, and seven times as an element of fuller names 
(Lushtamar-Ramman, -Shamash, -Sin) in the published contract 
tablets from Sippar (cf. my ^^ Early Babylonian Personal Names of the 
Hammurabi Dynasty,'' p. 119), to which three more references in my 
forthcoming book on '* Business Documents," also from Sippar tablets, 
can be added. The contents of the enclosed letter may possibly tell 
something about its provenance (cf. No. 3), and it is to be emphasized 
that there is no reason whatever why the envelope should not be 
broken and the contents of the letter submitted to experts. 

5. Regarding the clay the same is true that has been said with 
reference to the ''Astronomical Tablet." 

From the above reasons it will, again, be apparent that I am 
unable to see any evidence to show that the '' Lushtamar Tablet" came 
from Nippur. On the contrary, there is good reason to assume that, 
like the adoption, contract of the same collection, it came from the city 
of Sippar. 

I wish to repeat that the result of my investigation, namely, that 
the ''Astronomical" as well as the "Lushtamar" tablets in all prob- 
ability do not come from Nippur, is of a secondary importance in the 
connection of the charges which have been brought against Dr. Hil- 
precht. The fact remains that Dr. Hilprecht, instead of indicating 
that the two tablets were bought in London and Hillah in the years 
1888 and 1889 respectively, has conveyed by his words the impression 
that they were the results of his excavations in a distinctly specified 
mound at Nippur in 1900, and that this has been done in an official 
utterance of the University of Pennsylvania, to which the scientific 
world must look for accurate information. 

In conclusion, I wish to say that it has been said that I was 
prompted in my actions in this matter by jealousy or personal feeling 
against Dr. Hilprecht. While it is true that there has been some 
friction recently between Dr. Hilprecht and myself, for reasons which 
are known to some of the members of this Committee, I wish emphat- 
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ically to state that I have not allowed these circumstances to influence 
my attitude in this serious matter which has become known as the 
Peters-Hilprecht controversy. The only motives for my action in this 
matter have been, and are, a sincere love for the truth and a genuine 
interest in the reputation of the University of Pennsylvania, of which 
I still have the honor to be a member, and in American scholarship in 
general, which by its progress and contributions during the past 
decades has acquired such a high reputation in all parts of the globe. 



[STATEMENT OF H. V. HILPRECHT.] 

1932 Locust Street, 
Philadelphia, April 10, 1905. 

To Messrs. Charles C. Harrison, Provost; Edgar F. Smith, Vice- 
Provost, and Joseph S. Harris, Samuel F. Houston, J. Lever- 
ing Jones and Robert G. LeConte, Trustees of the University 
of Pennsylvania, convened as a Court of Inquiry by resolution 
of the Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, 
dated the [27th] day of [March], 1905. 

Gentlemen: — Pursuant to my letter to your Chairman, the Provost, 
of the 7th inst. [6th, cf. pp. 231f ., below], I herewith submit my state- 
ment bearing upon the following documents already before you : 

I. Memorandum without date (but sent prior to January 11, 
1905) of Rev. Dr. John P. Peters [see pp. 45ff., below] and 

II. Letter dated January 11, 19<)5, of Rev. Dr. John P. Peters to 
a Trustee of the University of Pennsylvania [see pp. 47ff., below]. 

III. Letter dated March 24, 1905, of Rev. Dr. John P. Peters to 
Charles C. Harrison, liL.D., Provost of the University of Pennsylvania 
[see pp. 4fif., above]. 

IV. Letter of Prof. J. Dyneley Prince, dated March 28, 1905, to 
Charles C. Harrison, Esq., Provost of the IJniversity of Pennsylvania 
[see pp. 18f., above]. 

V. ^^ Statement prepared to be submitted to the Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania, at the request of the Provost," by Rev. 
Dr. John P. Peters, marked ^^ Received March 30, 1905" [see pp. 13fif., 
above]. 

VI. ^'Statement of Views" of Dr. Morris Jastrow, marked 
''Received April 1, 1905" [see pp. 22fif., above], and 

VII. "Statement" of Dr. Herman Ranke, accompanying letter 
to Dr. Charles C. Harrison, Provost of the University of Pennsylvania, 
dated April 3, 1905 [see pp. 29fif., above]. 

As all but one of the ten antiquities referred to in these documents 
are mentioned in the document "V," I shall follow in these comments 
the order of referring to them adopted by Dr. Peters in that ''State- 
ment," with incidental and additional reference to the others, and also 
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refer herein to the several pubUcations which have been quoted by the 
following abbreviations : 

1. "Babylonian Expedition, Series D, Vol. 1/' for "The Baby- 
lonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania, Series D: Re- 
searches and Treatises, Volume 1 : The Excavations in Assyria and 
Babylonia." 

(This volume is identical in text with "Explorations in Bible 
Lands during the 19th Century: Assyria and Babylonia," by H. V. 
Hilprecht, 1903.) 

2. "In the Temple of Bel," for " In the Temple of Bel at Nippur.— 
Transactions of the Department of Archaeology, University of Pennsyl- 
vania, Volume 1, Part II," 1904, and 

3. "German liecture," for "Die Ausgrabungen in Bel-Tempel zu 
Nippur," Leipzig, 1903. 

I do not question the accuracy of the quotations made, in the docu- 
ments under consideration, from the publications above referred to, 
except as may be herein indicated, nor that they contain the photo- 
graphic reproductions of certain antiquities as stated. I do not now 
and never have questioned the source of acquisition of any of the ten 
specimens considered ; I have at all times been fully aware of the labels 
and records thereon, and it is by no "blunder" or oversight that th6y 
remain in the cases in the University Museum bearing these marks. 

All the statements, in the several documents under consideration, 
as to the time, place and method of acquisition of the ten specimens are 
substantially correct (except as to the "Lushtamar" tablet), but to 
insure accuracy in this regard I shall state the details of the acquisition 
and marking of each one. I do not, however, in agreeing with any 
statements of Dr. Peters as to the place of acquisition of any of these 
ten antiquities, intend thereby to assent to his assertions as to the 
place where they were "found'* or *' discovered'* or "came from,'* On 
the contrary, I distinctly question the accuracy of all his averments 
in this respect and ask that he be required to present proof thereof. 

The "Astronomical Tablet from the Temple Library" is in the 
University Museum and is identical with the tablet reproduced on p. 
530 of the "Babylonian Exp^ition, Series D, Vol. 1," and bears this 
label and record: "Kh^ ^-, No. 1766, Presented by the Babylonian 
Exploration Fund," and the label is entirely in my handwriting. The 
characters "Kh^" indicate that it belongs to the "Second IQiabaza 
Collection," and the figures "12-7-99" (not "12-7-89") indicate that 
it was catalogued on July 12, 1899. It was acquired by purchase from 
Khabaza, an antiquity dealer, in Bagdad, by Prof. Robert Francis 
Harper, about January 15-18, 1889, during the First Expedition, and 
about two weeks before that Expedition reached the ruins of Nippur. 

In his conmients made in referring to this tablet. Dr. Peters makes 
these statements : 

"The Nippur library was at that time" (1888-89) "buried under 
twenty or thirty feet of debris, absolutely untouched by the hand of 
man for centuries and its existence not known." — Document I, p. 1. 
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** We have every reason to believe this particular tablet came from 
Babylon. At all events, we know it did not come from Nippur/' — 
Document I, p. 1 [cf. p. 45, below]. 

"On examination it proves that the Astronomical Tablet'' .... 
"not only does not come from that" (the Temple) "library, but was 
not even found at Nippur." — Document V, p. 4. 

"In the year 1889" .... "when Nippur was virgin soil." — 
Document V, p. 4 [cf. p. 14, above]. 

I challenge the accuracy of all the foregoing statements in every 
particular, and ask that proof be required thereof, as well as of the 
assertion (Document V, p. 4), "The Khabaza collection, in which this 
library [evidently a mistake for tablet] was contained, was gathered 
from three sites: (a) chiefly ancient Babylon; (6) Abu-Habba, the 
ancient Sippara; (c) the very much smallest part from Birs-Nimroud, 
the ancient Borsippa" [cf. p. 15, above]. 

The "Two Multiplication Tables" are also in the University 
Museum and are identical with those reproduced on p. 60 of my 
"German Lecture," and (1x6) also appearing at p. 531 of "The 
Babylonian Expedition, Series D, Vol. 1," and at p. 51 of "In the 
Temple of Bel." 

One of these tables (the "Nippur") bears this label and record: 
"Ni. -If^^y No. 3335: Presented by the Babylonian Exploration 
Fund. Multiplication Table, 1 x 6=6, 2 x 6= 12, etc., c. 1300 B.C." 

The other (the "Noorian") bears this label and record: "Noor. 
9-11-99, No. 8535, Presented by the Babylonian Exploration Fund. 
MultipUcation Table, 1 x 9 = 9, 2 x 9 - 18, etc. , c. 2000 B.C." The labels 
on both of these are entirely in my handwriting. 

These tables belong, the first to "The Nippur Collection, Second 
Campaign," the date, April 15, 1890, being the date of excavation 
reported by Dr. Peters, and the second to the "Noorian Collection," 
catalogued November 9, 1899. 

Tlie "Nippur" table belongs to the collection of antiquities pre- 
sented in June, 1891, to the University of Pennsylvania by His Imperial 
Majesty the Sultan of the Ottoman Empire, from the antiquities exca- 
vated in the First (1889) and Second (1890) Expeditions to Nippur. 

I request that proof be required of the assertion by Dr. Peters 
that this table was "found in a different portion of the ruin mounds, 
in the section of the city west of the great canal or river which divided 
the city into two parts, far away from the southeastern mound, which 
Prof. Hilprecht describes as a Temple Library" (Document V, p. 5), 
and "in a general way I can designate the locality from which it came 
as being on a hill then known as X — not even, that is, on the side of 
the canal on which the Temple Library stood" (Document II, p. 1). 

As to the "Noorian" table, I do not doubt it was acquired by pur- 
chase in 1889 by Noorian, but I deny that "we know positively that 
it came from Abu-Habba, the ancient Sippara" (Document V, p. 5), and 
request that proof be required of that assertion and of the declaration 
(Document II, p. 1) that it "does not come from Nippur at all." 
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The "Drawing of a Temple Scholar" is identical with Plate 41 
appearing on p. 59 of my "German Lecture/' and it is now in the 
Imperial Ottoman Museum in Constantinople. 

This is a stone fragment incised, unearthed at Nippur by Dr. J. H. 
Haynes in the Fourth Expedition, 1899-1900. The illustration of it 
was prepared from a negative taken by Haynes on the spot, identical 
with No. 210 of Haynes' Catalogue of Negatives, 1899-1900, Series A, 
and described by him as, "Fragment of stone vase with outlines of a 
goose incised upon it, 4J inches extreme length." Dr. Haynes stated 
at Nippur in 1900 that this antiquity was foimd in the northeastern 
section of the southern mound east of the canal, which I have desig- 
nated as the Temple Library. 

The assertion in Document V, p. 4, that this stone fragment is by 
me "described further as a specimen of free-hand drawing on clay 
tablets from models and nature, in which unskilled scholars at times 
achieve quite dreadful results," seems to be intended as a translation 
of lines 10 to 13 on page 59 of my "German Lecture," but no reference 
to "clay tablets" can be found therein, and in no publication have I 
stated that this object appears on a clay or unbaked tablet. The 
text on p. 527 of "Babylonian Expedition, Series D, Vol. 1," does not 
describe this object at all. 

The two clay bas reliefs without inscription, mentioned as "(5 and 
6)" in Document V, p. 4, the one "Beltis leading a Worshipper,'' 
reproduced on p. 528 of "Babylonian Expedition, Series D, Vol. 1," 
and the other, "Lutanist surrounded by Animals," reproduced on p. 
529 of the same publication, and also on p. 60 of the "German Lecture," 
and on p. 113 of "In the Temple of Bel," were both excavated by Dr. 
J. H. Haynes in the Fourth Expedition (1899-1900). The illustrations 
of both were prepared from negatives taken on the spot by Haynes, the 
former identical with an unclassified negative in the Museum, and the 
latter identical with one of the antiquities appearing on negative No. 
47 of Haynes' Catalogue of Negatives, 1899-1900, Series A, described 
by him as "Two Terra Cottas." 

The "Hexagonal Clay Prism," mentioned as "(7)" in Document 
V, p. 4, is reproduced in two different views, the one appearing as 
Plate 46 on p. 61 of the "German Lecture," being from a negative 
made for me in Constantinople, and the other appearing as Plate 47 on 
p. 114 of "In the Temple of Bel," being from negative No. 93 of 
Haynes' Catalogue of Negatives, 1893-96, which contains three 
antiquities, described by Haynes as "one rectangular and two frags." 
This prism was excavated at Nippur by Dr. J. H. Haynes in the Third 
Expedition (1899-1900) [read "1893-1896," cf. p. 232, below]. 

The "Round Practice Tablet," mentioned as "(8)" in Document 
V, p. 4, reproduced as Plate 40 on p. 58 of the "German Lecture," was 
also excavated by Dr. Haynes in the Third Expedition (1893-1896), 
and the illustration was prepared from a negative taken by him on the 
spot, identical with one of the tablets therein, being No. 399 of Cata- 
logue of Negatives, 1893-96, described by Haynes as "Tablets." 
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All these four antiquities (5, 6, 7 and 8) are in the Imperial Otto- 
man Museum in Constantinople, and Dr. Haynes has stated to me 
that all four were found in the mound designated by nle as the Temple 
Library. 

The "Lushtamar" tablet is in the University Museum and is 
identical with the tablet described on p. 532 of "The Babylonian 
Expedition, Series D, Vol. 1," and reproduced on p. 116 of "In the 
Temple of Bel" as Plate 49, and in the "German Lecture,'* p. 62, 
Plate 47. 

This envelope-tablet bears this label and record: "D. J. P. 
5-7-89, No. 1808. Presented by Prof. D. J. Prince," and the label is 
entirely in my handwriting. 

This tablet forms part of the "Prince Collection," and the figures 
5-7-89 indicate that on July 5, 1889, I learned that this tablet had 
been duly delivered, in accordance with the terms of its purchase by 
me. 

Between January 9-22, 1889, Prof. Prince, who was then ill at 
Bagdad, placed in my hands a fund to be used in my discretion to 
purchase antiquities for the University of Pennsylvania. The "Lush- 
tamar" tablet was purchased by me with a part of that fund on April 
18, 1889, within a few miles of Nippur, from one of our Arab workmen, 
while a part of the Expedition staff was returning to Hillah on boats 
over the swamps, after the burning of our camp by hostile Arabs. I 
had made a prior purchase of other antiquities with the "Prince 
Fund" at Hillah on January 27, 1889. 

I deny the statement of Dr. Peters that "this tablet also presum- 
ably came from Babylon. It is in any case certain that it did not come 
from Nippur" (Document I, p. 2). 

I believe and claim that the only reasonable conclusion to be drawn 
from the fact that one of our Arab workmen possessed this tablet at the 
time of leaving Nippur is, that upon discovering this fine unbroken 
letter-tablet (the only one unbroken and undamaged I know of outside 
of Constantinople), while excavating in the southeastern mound east of 
the canal, he "appropriated" it. 

^In support of my conviction that this is the true solution of the 
"/imZmgr" of the "liUshtamar" tablet, I refer to the evidence of Dr. 
Peters as set forth at p. 276 of Vol. 1 of his "Nippur" (New York, 
1897): — "April 14: During the last week some stealing has been dis- 
covered. In the bushes near the point at which we get our water was 
found a rag containing thirteen tablets and a brick stamp, the latter, 
which is very interesting, being the stamp of Naram-Sin. Some of the 
tablets were of the late Babylonian and Persian period, such as are 
found generally near the surface at V; some were of the Hammurabi 
dynasty, such as are found ordinarily in the same hill at a greater 
depth." 

The mound thus designated by Dr. Peters as "V" is the mound I 
designate as the Temple Library, and the "Lushtamar" tablet belongs 
to the period of the "Hammurabi dynasty." 
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The University of Pennsylvania possesses numerous tablets of 
identical character, though broken and inferior specimens, undoubtedly 
excavated from the Temple Library, and my use of the ^'Lushtamar" 
tablet as an illustration was because it is such a beautifully preserved 
specimen of its kind and the only letter-tablet of which a photograph 
was available. 

I reassert *my belief that this tablet comes from Nippur, and is an 
example of "the business and administration department, established 
in the library," and that it did not form part of "what is commonly 
spoken of as a deposit of records." 

"The Important Jar in Terra Cotta" (referred to in the letter of 
Dr. Peters of January 11, 1905, and in no other of the seven documents), 
commented upon on p. 516 et seq. of "Babylonian Expedition, Series 
D, Vol. 1," was unearthed in the afternoon of March 1, 1900, and a 
totally different jar was discovered in the morning of that day, to which 
reference is made on p. 513, thus : " a small jar of baked case tablets dated 
in the reigns of members of the first dynasty of Babylon was unearthed 
at a higher level than the body of those ancient 'clay books.' " One 
of the tablets taken from the jar unearthed in the afternoon of that 
day appears on p. 518 of "Babylonian Expedition, Series D, Vol. 1/' 
prepared from a negative made by Haynes on the spot, being No. 223, 
Series A, in Haynes' Catalogue of Negatives (1899-1900). 

This tablet and all others contained in both jars still remain 
impacked in the Imperial Ottoman Museum, unless possibly a few were 
presented to the tJniversity and have not yet been unpacked here. 

I do not question the correctness of the entries in Dr. Haynes' 
diary as to the exact locality where both these jars were excavated, 
nor that this locality "is some distance away from" what Dr. Peters 
described as "the actual library 'find,' " but I distinctly dissent from 
his endeavor to confine the Temple Library at Nippur to a portion only 
of the southern mound east of the canal. 

I have declared that entire mound to be the site of the Temple 
Library at the Third Millennium and at the time of the Neo-Babylonian 
Period, including even specimens of the Second Millennium. I never 
confined it to a portion only of that mound. An examination of the 
numerous tablets already excavated at other mounds of Nippur will 
show that the Temple Library at Nippur of the Second Millennium 
(Cassite Period) was at the southern ridge on the west side of the 
Great Canal. Future excavations will be required to determine the 
site of the Temple Library at the Fourth Millennium. 

On p. 4 of Document V, Dr. Peters asserts: "These" (the eight 
objects he numbers 1 to 8) "are all the specimen tablets from his 
combined library and school which he has published." 

This is not the fact. Three more are shown by plates Nos. 41, 42 
and 44 on pp. 112-113 of "In the Temple of Bel." 

And in addition at least seventeen other multiplication tables, 
excavated exclusively from the Temple Library by the Fourth Expedi- 
tion, are referred to at pp. 531-2 of "The Babylonian Expedition, Series 
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D, Vol. 1/' and a number of exercise tablets, also excavated exd^usivdy 
from the Temple Library by the Fourth Expedition, are literally tran- 
scribed at p. 525 et seq. 

Again on p. 9 of Document V, Dr. Peters inquires : "Why were not 
specimens which were dug up from Nippur published, instead of tablets 
purchased or found ten or eleven years before the Ubrary was 
unearthed?" 

To this I reply that of the thirteen objects reproduced as illustra- 
tions in connection with the text of my various pubUcations relating 
to the Temple Library, ten (10) were certainly actually excavated at 
Nippur by the Expeditions of the University of Pennsylvania, and 
seven (7) of these by the Fourth Expedition and two (2) by the Third, 
and nine (9) of them surely from the southern mound east of the canal 
(Temple Library). 

With the "Lushtamar" tablet added we have a total of eleven (11) 
out of thirteen (13) which were *^dug up at Nippur/' the remaining two 
being the objects acquired by purchase in 1889, namely, the Astro- 
nomical Tablet and the Noorian Multiplication Table. 

/ have never at any time asserted verbally j or in writing y that either of 
these purchased tablets was unearthed by me or by any Expedition of the 
University at Nippur or elsewhere, and I never intended by any publica- 
tion of mine to even suggest such a daim. 

I used the illustration, first, of the "Astronomical Tablet" as a 
specimen of the result of the secret excavations of the Arabs at Nippur 
prUyr to our Expeditions; second, the illustration of the "Lushtamar" 
tablet as a remarkable specimen of the results of the First Expedition 
(the fact that one of our Arabs stole and sold it not affecting its value 
in that respect); third, the "Noorian" tablet as a specimen of the 
results of the secret diggings by the Arabs between the First and Second 
Expeditions (expressly referred to by Dr. Peters in his "Nippur," Vol. 
II, p. 52, in these words : " During the summer Abbas and a few others 
had gone to Nippur privately, with the intention of digging there on 
their own account"); and, fourth, the (1 x6) multipHcation table. to 
illustrate a predominating characteristic feature of the antiquities 
excavated by Dr. Peters in the Second Campaign, that is as being 
tablets of the Cassite Period. 

If further reply be needed why I did not introduce into my publica- 
tions more pictures of tablets surely "dug up" at the Temple Library, 
I give these further reasons : 

A. All my published writings on the Babylonian Expedition were 
composed while I was in Germany, without access to tablets which 
were either in Constantinople or in Philadelphia. 

B. Pictures of tablets could only be prepared from photographs, 
and no others than those I used were then in my possession and known 
to me to represent objects excavated at the Temple Library. 

C. The publishers of the books, as well as the President of the 
Department of Archaeology of the University of Pennsylvania, all 
required that the number of illustrations be limited in number, and be 
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confined, as far as possible, to those in the publication of earliest [earlier] 
date, in order to reduce the expense of production. 

On the second page of the letter of Dr. Peters dated January 11, 
1905 (Document II), there appears the following: 

" I have sent you this because it bears on the whole question of the 
Temple Library. Do we know that there was such a thing? Have the 
boxes containing the tablets' coming from the find called ^Temple 
Library,' secured by the University of Pennsylvania, ever been un- 
packed, or do they lie to-day in the cellar of the Museum, packed and 
inaccessible to scholars? Are Prof. Hilprecht's notebooks of the 
field work, which are of the first importance in the study of all these 
things, in the Museum, at all, or are they at Jena? Is there any possi- 
bility of checking Hilprecht's statements, and has he put or is he putting 
the University in a position where, if charges of fraud are made, it is 
possible in any way to refute them?" 

In answer thereto, it may be stated that the Four Expeditions of 
the University of Pennsylvania have excavated together about 51,000 
tablets and other inscribed antiquities, of which the University has 
received from 30,000 to 35,000, and up to the present time about 
15,000 of these have been catalogued. More than 400 of these an- 
tiquities which are from the Temple Library have been so designated. 
Some of these tablets have been reserved to be used for the official 
publications of the University, but no attempt has been made to con- 
ceal or place any but proper restrictions upon the examination of 
these objects. 

There are now unclassified about 15,000 to 17,000 tablets and 
fragments, for the proper storing and exhibition of which no sufficient 
space exists in the Babylonian Section of the University Museum, and 
the number that can be properly catalogued in a day of the Temple 
Library would not on an average reach forty, in view of the crumbling 
and fragmentary condition of these unbaked tablets, and the unusual 
difficulties connected with the deciphering of this class of tablets. It 
would certainly take all my time for at least between two and three 
years with proper assistance to complete their repairing and catalogu- 
ing, and the work so far done has chiefly been upon the objects acquired 
in the earlier expeditions, and the work on these is far from completion. 

My own notebooks are naturally in my possession, upon my 
receipt given to E. W. Clark, Esq., to be used by me for the University 
in the work for which the ** Clark Research Professorship'' was founded 
and I am engaged ; and in this particular I stand in the same relation 
as that occupied by Dr. Peters during the seven years in which he 
retained his own notebooks made in 1889-1890, which he returned in 
1897. 

The boxes containing the tablets of the Fourth Expedition arrived 
here in the year 1902, more than two years after the time they were 
shipped from Hillah. 

In the course of their transmission, they were so exposed to rains 
and water that these unbaked tablets on arrival in Philadelphia were so 
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wet that thoroughly drying them before attempting to even unpack 
them was an absolute necessity to save them. I accordingly expressly 
directed that they remain untouched in the wqll-heatwi basement of the 
Museum, with the result that from the one box opened within a week 
there can be produced for examination by the experts you will simmaon 
tablets which can be safely handled and interpreted. 

At any meeting you call for receiving evidence in this investigation, 
there can be produced in condition for examination at least 400 tablets 
unearthed exclusively at the Temple Library at Nippur by the Four 
Expeditions, and not less than 100 thereof excavated by the Fourth, I 
assert with confidence that these silent witnesses will, when inter- 
preted to your Committee by the competent specialists you will sum- 
mon, not only refute all "charges of fraud" which have been or may be 
made against rtie, but establish conclusively the existence of the 
Temple Library and demonstrate that the University of Pennsylvania 
already has a literary treasure of such age, extent and importance as no 
other American or European University possesses. 

I am led to believe that one of the "minor matters'' to which Dr. 
Peters alludes, namely, "the ownership of certain objects," is regarded 
by your Committee as of considerable importance, and therefore I 
cannot ignore it. The implication seems to be that I in some dishonest 
way obtained and retain possession of certain antiquities which should 
properly belong to the University. 

The permits granted by His Imperial Majesty the Sultan for 
excavations at Nippur for 1893 and the following years were issued to 
me personally as an official of the Imperial Ottoman Museum, and all 
the antiquities unearthed at Nippur since 1893 which have been received 
by the University were presented to me "by an exceptional act of 
grace" on the part of His Imperial Majesty the Sultan, "in recognition 
of the services rendered and of the mantfold sacrifices made" by me 
"for the Imperial Museum." 

I presented to the University, before their shipment from the 
Ottoman Empire, all antiquities thus acquired by me, and the Trustees 
of the University arranged for their shipment to the United States 
and their entry through the Custom House. 

Long after their arrival it developed that included in the ship- 
ments were four boxes, sent and marked by the officials in Constanti- 
nople, without my knowledge or Consent, "Private property of Prof. 
Hilprecht," and not scheduled on the official list of the donation which 
had been handed to me. These four boxes contained about 500 tab- 
lets of the Persian period and a fragmentary boundary stone, and I 
immediately offered to also present all their contents to the University, 
To carry out the desire of the Imperial donor, I, however, consented to 
accept from the University twelve tablets and the boundary stone, as 
souvenirs of my work in Constantinople, and the then Provost also 
accepted a dozen tablets to be applied in his discretion for advancing 
the welfare of the University. All others remained and still remain 
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in the possession of the University, merged with the other antiquities 
presented by me. 

I deny the correctness of the assertion by Dr. Peters that "The 
same was true of all the objects found in the first two years. Technic- 
ally and formally all were donated to me personally" (Document V, 
p. 10), and I assert that the permits given to the First and Second 
Expeditions to make excavations at Nippur were issued to "The 
Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania," and obtained through 
the intervention of the Department of State of the United States of 
America. 

If there are any matters which you consider within the scope of 
your inquiry, to which I have not referred herein, I ask to be at once 
informed thereof, in order that I may make further reply. 

In conclusion, I must refer to the much-to-be regretted delay in 
prosecuting this investigation. 

Within four days after I had knowledge of the contents of the 
communications of Dr. Peters, made in the month of January of this 
year, I addressed a letter to the Provost imder date of January 24, 
1905 (a copy of which is herewith annexed [cf. pp. 9f., above]), joining 
in his request that "this matter should receive a full investigation, 
and one which goes beyond the mere asking Prof. Hilprecht about 
these mistakes." 

I thereafter assumed that my interrogation between February 16 
and 23 by a Trustee of the University was a preliminary step to a 
formal and thorough investigation. Wlien such a result did not follow 
and Dr. Peters changed his avowed policy of secrecy to one of news- 
paper exploitation, I again, at the instance of the Provost, requested 
a searching investigation by my letter of March 22, 1905, a copy of 
which is also annexed [cf. p. 11, above]. 

I therefore now renew my demand formally made on April 6, 
1905 [cf. pp. 142ff., below], that an opportunity be forthwith afforded 
me to face my "accusers" and present my proofs, to the end that this 
miserable intrigue against the fair name and reputation of the Univer- 
sity and against my honor may be met, refuted and forever silenced. 
Very respectfully yours, 

H. V. Hilprecht. 

1932 Locust Street, 
Philadelphia, April 14, 1905. 

Provost Charles C. Harrison, LL.D., 

Chairman of Special Committee of Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania. • 

Dear Dr. Harrison: — I beg to acknowledge receipt of a copy of the 
Minutes of your Committee of March 30, 1905, included in which appears 
a copy of the resolutions of the Board of Trustees of March 27, 1905, 
constituting the Committee a Court of Inquiry to hear and consider 
charges against me. 
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Not finding in these Minutes any record that your Committee 
possesses the two communications (mentioned in other documents 
noted therein) made by Dr. John P. Peters in January of this year to 
a Trustee of the University, I beg to enclose copies of the contents 
thereof, and to request that these documents (referred to in my answer 
of April 10, 1905, as I and II) be made part of the records of your 
Committee. I send you the copies of these documents [cf. pp. 45ff., 
below], and make this request, because (1) Dr. Peters twice states 
in his letter to you of March 24, 1905 (pp. 1 and 5), that he has been 
informed these communications are in the hands of a Committee of the 
Trustees, and he evidently expects them to be considered in your 
inquiry, and (2) I deem their consideration necessary to the full devel- 
opment of my defense and to make your inquiry in the premises the 
"searching examination" Dr. Peters expects and I desire. 

Understanding that members of your Committee are to do all the 
questioning in its proceedings, I request that with these two enclosed 
documents before you, questions be put to Dr. Peters to develop the 
facts and circumstances of the following points referred to therein, and 
in part also in other documents of which you have sent me copies. 

1 . Who urged or suggested that he make these communications? 

2. From what source did he receive the knowledge which led him 
to request Dr. Prince and Mr. Lau to visit the University Museum 
and examine certain antiquities there on exhibition? 

3. What Assyriologists and Archaeologists had given expression 
before January 11, 1905, to a suspicion that no Temple Library has 
been discovered at Nippur? 

4. What scholar of repute had been refused, prior to the sending 
of his "Memorandum," permission to examine the tablets mentioned 
therein for purposes of legitimate research, and what publication in 
reference to them did that scholar desire to make which could not in 
any way interfere with the work or the publications of the University 
Library? 

5. From whom did he receive the further information contained 
in his letter of January 11, 1905? 

6. Is the quotation on pp. 3 and 4 of his "Memorandum" all of 
the report made to him by Dr. Prince? If not, will you request him 
to furnish to your Committee a complete copy? 

7. Who informed him that the jar mentioned on p. 516 of Series 
D, Vol. 1 of "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia" was unearthed on 
the morning of March 1, 1900, before my arrival at Nippur on that day? 

8. Who are the men on the staff of the University able to give 
expert information on all the points brought up in his communications 
of January, 1905? 

9. From whom did he casually receive information which gave 
him the impression that by January 11, 1905, the Trustees of the 
University were by no means informed of all the strange things, and 
what was that information? 
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10. What valuable information should your Committee be able 
to obtain from Mr. Fisher, an architect of the Babylonian Expedition? 

11. In what respect can Messrs. Clay or Ranke corroborate or 
disprove any of his statements? 

12. Who is the Assyriologist, not in the Museum, but in the 
Library of the University, who may be able to give evidence of identi- 
fication of the tablets and the like? 

13. The identification of the tablets being admitted by my 
answer, what other evidence, if any, is this Assyriologist in the Library 
competent to give? 

14. From whom did he receive information on this matter, 
unsolicited, within two or three days prior to January 11, 1905? 

15. Who are the persons who on January 11, 1905, believed the 
'^ very worst'* about the matter now under investigation? 

16. Who made the proposition to publish this whole matter at 
the meeting of the Archaeological Institute in Boston, at the end of 
Christmas week of last year, and to publish it in the papers? 

17. Since he believed on January 11, 1905, that a thorough and 
searching investigation on the part of the Trustees ought to be made 
of this matter, why did he not then address the Trustees officially in 
the matter? 

18. Why did he in January, 1905, advise that an investigation 
made by the Trustees be not published, and then, before the Trustees 
acted or had any charges before them on which to act, himself in March 
make publication in the newspapers, in view of his desire to prevent an 
unfair and unjust judgment being made in advance? 

In support of my request that your investigation include the lines 
above indicated, I submit these reasons: 

1. The sources of the statements which are the basis of the 
*^ charges" — some at least are seemingly most recklessly made — and 
whether more *^ charges" are held in reserve by Dr. Peters, ought to be 
inquired into, in order to insure completeness and finality in this matter 
by the labors of your Committee and the action of the Board of Trus- 
tees pursuant thereto. 

2. It should be ascertained what scholars of repute consider the 
methods adopted in controlling the antiquities in the Museum illiberal, 
in respect to legitimate research and publication, in order that no 
ground may exist for just criticism in that regard hereafter. 

3. Your Committee and I should be informed of the identity of 
undisclosed witnesses, to enable us to intelligently determine whether 
they can materially aid a searching investigation of the matters under 
consideration, and therefore should be invited to appear. 

4. The persons who last year sought to have charges against me, 
while a professor in the University, published in a meeting of a Society 
not connected with the University and in the public prints should be 
revealed, to enable your Committee to determine whether any persons 
under the jurisdiction of the Board of Trustees have been or are dis- 
loyal to the best interests of the University. 
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Permit me to add the request that in the examination of witnesses 
appearing in this matter, it be developed whether and to what extent 
they appear as experts. ^ 

Yours very respectfully, 

H. V. HlLPRECHT. 



[DOCUMENT I.] 

MEMORANDUM. 

In his work entitled "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia/' 
which is Series D, Vol. I, of the publications of the Babylonian Expedi- 
tion of the University of Pennsylvania, Prof. Hilprecht gives an account 
of the discovery of a library in the mound numbered by him IV at 
Nippur. The account of this discovery begins on p. 511 of the volume 
named and continues through p. 532. Some few of the tablets of this 
library are described in considerable detail and there are some cuts given. 
It is only from these cuts and detailed descriptions that we are able to 
identify individual members of the library. One such cut appears on 
p. 530. It represents • an *^ astronomical tablet from the Temple 
Library." This tablet is on exhibition in the Museum of the University. 
It is numbered 1766 and labeled " Kh. 2, 12-7-99." (89?). This record 
is, I think, throughout in Prof. Hilprecht's writing. It marks the 
tablet as one of those piu-chased from an antiquity dealer, Khabaza, 
in Baghdad, by Prof. Robert Francis Harper, under my directions, 
during the first expedition, in the winter 1888-89, about eleven years 
before the discovery of the Nippur library. The Nippur library was at 
that time buried under twenty or thirty feet of debris, absolutely 
imtouched by the hand of man for centuries and its existence not 
known. We have every reason to believe that this particular tablet 
came from Babylon. At all events, we know that it did not come 
from Nippur. 

On p. 532 there is a detailed description of "one of those ancient 
epistles of the time of Amraphel." The measurements of this envelope 
tablet are given. It is further identified by the description of the seal 
cylinder which "had been rolled eleven times over the six sides of the 
clay envelope before it was baked with the document within." It is 
further identified by the name of the addressee written upon it in 
cuneiform letters, " to Lushtamar." This tablet is given as a specimen 
of one of a number of letters which were found intact, and Prof. Hil- 
precht adds that "though sometimes curious to know the contents of 
the letter, I do not care to break the fine envelope and to intrude pon 
Mr. Lushtamar's personal affairs and secrets, as long as the thousands 
of mutilated literary tablets from the library require all my attention." 
This tablet is also on exhibition in the Semitic Museum. It is labeled 
"D. J. Prince" and marked "D. J. P. 5-7-89." This marking also I 
believe is in Prof. Hilprecht's handwriting. It designates the tablet 
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as one of the Prince collection, a collection purchased at fiillah, if I 
remember aright, by the side of old Babylon, with a sum of money 
given by Prof. Prince for this purpose, early in the year 1889 — again 
about eleven years before the discovery of the Nippur library. This 
tablet also presumably came from Babylon. It is in any case certain 
that it did not come from Nippur. 

These facts coming to my knowledge, distrusting my own judg- 
ment and desiring to avoid the possibility of error, I decided to ask 
some outside Assyriologist to make an examination and tell me what 
his results were. Inasmuch as Prof. J. D. Prince (the D. J. of the label 
is an error) of the University of Columbia was to this extent involved — 
that one of the tablets thus reported by Prof. Hilprecht as belonging to 
the library was a tablet purchased by money given by Dr. Prince, and 
inasmuch as Dr. Prince had had relations with the expedition and 
pecuharly friendly relations with Prof. Hilprecht, as was shown by the 
fact that the money for purchasing these tablets was placed in Dr. 
Hilprecht's hands by Prof. Prince — I decided to ask him to make an 
examination, with a view to ascertaining whether my information was 
by any possibility incorrect. To secure greater accuracy. Dr. Prince 
took with him a former pupil of Prof. Hilprecht, Mr. Lau, now of New 
York, one of the best experts in this country, and probably anywhere, 
in the cop5dng of tablets. I am allowed to quote herewith Dr. 
Prince's statement as the result of this investigation, and Prof. Prince 
and Mr. Lau express themselves as ready personally to make any 
further statement that is wished : 

"Your suspicions are more than justified. The following is 
the result of Mr. Lau's and my observations: (1) In the Semitic 
Museum case on exhibition is found on a tablet labelled D. J. Prince 
(incorrect for J. D. Prince) and marked ' D. J. P. 5-7-89' a letter en- 
closed in an envelope and sealed, the address a-na-Lu-us-ta-mar — i.e., 

Hilprecht himself has dated this at ca. 2000 B.C. (2) Opposite this 
case in another case on exhibition is another tablet numbered 1766 and 
labelled Kh. 2, 12-7-99. This is identical with the tablet repro- 
duced in Hilprecht's * Explorations in Bible Lands,' p. 530, and called 
there 'astronomical tablet from Temple Library' (see also towards 
end of p. 529). 

**Mr. Lau and I both observed this fact regarding the. two tablets 
in question. This is official and you may of course use it under our 
names. Lau could not get permission from Clay to copy .the astro- 
nomical tablet, because Clay was afraid to allow him to do it without 
sanction from the Trustees, but Lau did copy the Prince tablet from 
looking at it in his hand and we are both certain as to the identity 
of the other one." 
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The question arises: Are these mere blunders, arising from the 
haste of work, and, if so, are they isolated cases? If not blunders, 
what do they mean? For the supposition that they are blunders 
argues their appearance to-day in the cases on exhibition in the 
Museum. It would scarcely seem that, if there was anything more 
than blunder in this, these tablets should be left in their cases in the 
Museum for everyone to see. On the other hand, there is a suspicion, 
which has found expression among Assyriologists and Archaeologists, 
that there was no such library discovered as is claimed; not that there 
was not a large collection of tablets found, but that those tablets did 
not constitute a library. The reports so far published have been 
extremely mystifying, and at least one scholar of repute has been 
refused permission to examine these tablets for purposes of legitimate 
research and for publication which it would seem could not in any way 
interfere with the work or the publications of the University library. 
In the only pubhcation which has given scholars any opportunity to 
decide whether there really is a Ubrary or not, two of the few individual 
tablets which are described prove not to have been in the library' 
found, and not even to have been discovered in Nippur. 



[DOCUMENT II.] 

St. Michael's Church, 
225 West 99th Street. 

New York, January 11, 190[5]. 
Mr. W. W. Frazier, Philadelphia, Pa. 

My dear Mr. Frazier: — ^With much regret I trouble you at this 
time, but more information has come to my hands which ought to be in 
your possession and in the possession of the Provost and the Vice- 
Provost. I cannot vouch for full accuracy here, but I can state the 
facts and put you in the way of having the matter tested if you desire. 
With this preface, let me make these statements : 

I am informed (since receiving this information, which has come to 
me quite unsolicited, I have not had the time to examine the books 
referred to, which do not happen to be in my private library) that in 
Hilprecht's German lecture, Ausgrabungen im Bel-Terrvpel zu Nippur, 
p. 60, there are given in reproduction ^Hwo multiplication tablets of 
the temple library.'' These are also mentioned on p. 51 of the English 
translation of that lecture, and the picture of one of them is given on 
that page. Of these one, the one pictured in the German lecture as 
'^ Abbildung 44," was no part of the Temple Library. It was in fact 
discovered in the second expedition to Nippur, toward the end of the 
work, in April, 1890, and in a general way I can designate the locality 
from which it came as being on the hill then known as X — not even, 
that is, on the side of the canal on which the Temple Library stood. 
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With toy notebooks to refer to, I could presumably locate almost the 
exact spot. 

The other of these multipUcatioii tablets, ^^Abbildung 45" in Hil- 
precht's German lectm-e, was purchased by me for the expedition 
through Noorian and does not come from Nippur at all. 

On p. 516 of Hilprecht's Babylonian Expedition of the University 
of Pennsylvania, Series D, Vol. 1, "Excavations in Assyria and Baby- 
lonia," Hilprecht says: "Soon after my arrival at Nuffar in 1900, an 
important jar in terra-cotta was imearthed in the upper strata of the 
southwestern wing of the library. It contained about twenty inscribed 
objects, mostly clay tablets, which constituted a veritable small 
Babylonian museum, the earliest of its kind known to us. These an- 
tiquities, already more or less fragmentary when deposited in the jar, 
are equally remarkable for the long period which they cover and the 
great variety of the contents of their inscriptions. They had appar- 
ently been collected by a Neo-Babylonian priest or some other person 
connected with the temple library," etc., etc. Cf., also, the detailed 
description of the different objects on pp. 517-520. 

Now in fact I am informed that this jar was discovered on March 
1, 1900, the morning of the day in the afternoon of which Dr. Hilprecht 
arrived. It was not foimd in the library but on the batik of the Shat- 
en-Nil, that is, on the western edge of h&l V, according to the mmiber- 
ing of the hills in my "Nippur," IV according to the numbering in 
Hilprecht's last work, which is some distance away from the actual 
library "find." Haynes reported seven tablets in the jar. Hilprecht, 
as you will see from the references made, declares that this jar was 
found, shortly after his arrival, in the library itself, and contained 
about twenty (I believe he gives elsewhere the exact number as nine- 
teen) objects. Which is correct and where is the mistake? 

I have sent you this because it bears on the whole question of the 
Temple Library. Do we know that there was any such thing? Have 
the boxes containing the tablets coming from the find called the 
"Temple Library," secured by the University of Pennsylvania, ever 
been unpacked, or do they lie to-day in the cellar of the Museum, 
packed and inaccessible to scholars? Are Prof. Hilprecht's note- 
books of the field work, which are of the first importance in the study of 
all these things, in the Museum at all, or are they at Jena? Is there any 
possibility of checking Hilprecht's statements, and has he put or is he 
putting the University in a position where, if charges of fraud are 
made, it is possible in any way to refute them? 

May I add that the University of Pennsylvania, in connection 
with the Museum, is singularly well equipped with a staff of men able 
to give expert information on all the points which I have brought up, 
and I trust that they may be questioned on the part of the Trustees in 
connection with these things. My impression is, from what has come 
to me casually, that I am by no means informed of all the strange 
things. 

You have in the Museum Fisher, who was an architect of the 
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expedition. If he has been enabled to have any proper access to the 
notes and to work out material, he ought to be able to give valuable 
information as to the way in which things are handled. You have 
two expert Assyriologists on your staff of Curators, one of whom I even 
do not know personally, Clay and Ranke. They ought to be able to 
corroborate or disprove the statements, and I trust that they may be 
questioned about these facts. You have, I believe, not in the Museum 
but in the library, an Ass3aiologist who is known in this country and 
in Europe, who, while he probably does not have the knowledge of the 
conditions in the Museum which the other men have, might be able to 
give evidence as to facts of identification of tablets and the like. It 
seems to me that, in the interests of the University in which I was for 
some time professor and which has honored me by appointments in the 
past and by a degree, for whose honor I have a right to be concerned, 
and in the interest of science, this matter should receive a full investi- 
gation and one which goes beyond the mere asking Prof. Hilprecht 
about those mistakes. 

Some of these things have come to me only within the last two 
or three days and, as I have said, unsolicited, others coming to me, 
not I to them, for I have not spoken about the matter; and I have been 
made aware, to my surprise, that this already is more widely known 
than I had supposed, and the very worst is believed. I may say that a 
proposition was made to publish this whole matter at the meeting of 
the Archaeological Institute in Boston at the end of Christmas week, 
laying it before the body of scholars from all the universities in the 
country there assembled and publishing it in the papers. I urged that 
nothing of the sort should be done and that the parties concerned should 
take an entirely different course, asking for an investigation on the 
part of the Trustees. When I saw you I had no idea that, through 
different hands, the matter was coming to the knowledge of other 
scholars, and I do not know now how widely it is known. I shall 
certainly do my very best to prevent publication, for the reasons 
which I have stated to you. I believe that it must be a thorough and 
searching investigation; but in the best interest of science, as well as 
of the University, if such an investigation is made it should not be 
published. Such publication would be a great scandal and would only 
do injury. I sincerely trust that it may be proved to be a series of 
careless blunders; but even so it seems to me desirable that steps 
should be taken to put other scholars in a position to check the work, 
so as to prevent any such blunders in the future. 

You are at liberty, as before, to use what I have here written and 
my name as much as in your judgment it is desirable to do so. As I 
told you, anything that I have to say I am quite prepared to say per- 
sonaUy, or to have it presented in writing over my own name, and I am 
doing everything in my power to prevent it from being published, or to 
prevent an unfair and unjust judgment being made in advance. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) John P. Peters. 
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REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS HAD BEFORE THE COMMITTEE 
OF THE TRUSTEES OF THE UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYL- 
VANIA APPOINTED TO INVESTIGATE THE PETERS- 
HILPRECHT CONTROVERSY. 

Real Estate Trust Building, Philadelphia, Saturday, 
April 15, 1905, at 11 A.M. 

Present: The Committee and parties. 
Provost Harrison in the chair. 

The Provost: So that the condition of the inquiry which has 
been had up to this time may be precisely known, I will make a brief 
statement of the facts, and then indicate the course of the procedure 
of the meeting to-day. 

Statements critical or accusatory of Dr. Hilprecht have been 
received in writing from Dr. Peters, Prof. Jastrow, Dr. Prince and Dr. 
Ranke. Copies of those statements were sent to Dr. Hilprecht. The 
repUes of Dr. Hilprecht have been received, and, at the suggestion of 
Prof. Jastrow, copies of Dr. Hilprecht's answers were sent to Dr. 
Peters, Dr. Ranke, Prof. Jastrow and Dr. Prince. I should be glad to 
know if the four gentlemen to whom I have referred received such 
copies. 

(Each of the gentlemen interrogated responded in the affirmative.) 

All of these communications or statements, including Dr. Hil- 
precht's answers, have been read by the Committee. An offer having 
been made by Dr. Peters, speaking on behalf also of Dr. Prince and Dr. 
Lau, to be present at this meeting, and it having been understood that 
Dr. Jastrow and Dr. Ranke might desire to be heard, the proceeding 
will be, first, that Dr. Peters wUl be asked whether he has any state- 
ment to make in assent or dissent of the answer made by Dr. Hilprecht. 
Each one of the other gentlemen present will, in due time, either at 
this meeting or a subsequent meeting, be invited to make whatever 
criticism they desire, either in assent or dissent of Dr. Hilprecht's 
answer. In due time. Dr. Hilprecht will be given the same oppor- 
tunity. The Committee will desire to ask questions of those who have 
come here, whom I have already named, to assist the Committee in its 
consideration of this matter. Perhaps it might be proper to say that 
any question which Dr. Peters or others may desire to ask Dr. Hil- 
precht will be asked through the Committee; and that any questions 
which Dr. Hilprecht may desire to ask any of the gentlemen present, 
Dr. Peters, Prof. Jastrow, Dr. Prince, Dr. Lau or Dr. Ranke, will be 
asked through the Committee. 

With that statement, I will ask Dr. Peters if he desires to make 
any statement either in assent or dissent of Dr. Hilprecht's answer, of 
which he has had a copy. If so, the Committee will be very glad to 
hear from him. 
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Dr. John P. Peters : Mr. President and Gentlemen : I will turn 
first of all to the last part of the answer and take up what is at least 
essential first. 

On p. 14 of Dr. Hilprecht's statement he says, "I deny the cor- 
rectness of the assertion by Dr. Peters, 'The same was true of all the 
objects found in the first two years. Technically and formally all were 
donated to me personally' (Document V, p. 10), and I assert that the 
permits given to the first and second expeditions to make excavations 
at Nippur were issued to 'the Trustees of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania,' and obtained through the intervention of the Department of 
State of the United States of America." 

I can only state that what I said in my statement is true. It is 
perfectly true that the permits were issued to the Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania, and obtained through the intervention of 
the Department of State of the United States of America. It is not 
true that the objects found were not presented to me personally. 
They were presented to me personally, with the very distinct assertion 
that they were not presented to the University of Pennsylvania, but to 
me as a mark of personal favor for my great services and sacrifices, and 
so forth. It seemed to me, as I stated in my statement, to be only 
technical, and I never before referred to it, regarding that all such 
property was the property of the University and not my property. 
That is only a small matter. 

The essential featm-e is not the question of the existence or non- 
existence of a Ubrary at Nippm*. In my statement what I said was 
to the effect really that such doubt as has been raised about that came 
from the publications which had been made by Dr. Hilprecht, or the 
failure to publish; the publication in the various works which he has 
issued of objects not in the library as being from the library, and the 
failure to make clear in those five volumes the real existence of the 
library. The essential point of all that I might add would lie in the 
questions as to those publications. The answers of Dr. Hilprecht do 
not seem to me to answer at all. To take them up separately, one by 
one, the tablets : — 

It was stated by me that there is published on p. 530 of Dr. Hil- 
precht's work, "Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania," an astronomical tablet from the Temple Library, and that the 
markings of that tablet showed that it was not dug up at Nippur by 
any of the expeditions, but was piu'chased by Prof. Harper from Kha- 
baza in 1899.* Prof. Hilprecht in his statement admits that is the 
fact, but says that nowhere in this volume does he say it came from this 
library. Without reading to you the volume, which I presume you 
may do for yom-selves, I think I can prove it by reading a number of 
the quotations here. The account given of its discovery here clearly 
puts it as one of those objects that were found in the northeast wing 
of the Tablet Hill, and it has in fact been understood by others that it 

* [Evidently mistake for "1889."— H. V. H.] 
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was Prof. Hilprecht's intention to so describe it. I do not suppose 
that any one, until publication was made of the fact that it was not 
found in that library, had any other idea. I certainly had not, and 
reading over again the volume in connection with his statement, I 
can see no other thing in the text whatsoever but that he distinctly 
states that it was there found. He suggests that I call attention to the 
fact that these tablets of that collection came not from Nippur at all. 
They were bought some eleven years before the discovery of what is in 
this book described as the old Temple Library, the one which at that 
time was some twenty-three or twenty-four feet below the surface of 
the ground. In this book Prof. Hilprecht states that the whole of the 
moimd was a Temple Library, and that their objects determined them 
to belong to the Temple Library which was found in the earlier expedi- 
tions, but that they belonged to an older strata, they were either 
copied, or in some few cases some had been preserved in some way. 
This is not so described. He speaks somewhere in this statement of 
it being his intention to give this as an example of the secret diggings 
which had taken place at Nippur before our expedition came, but 
there is no statement of that sort anywhere in the book whatsoever, or 
in any publication whatever. That is precisely what should have 
been stated, provided that was his intention. If any such thing as that 
had been stated, he was, of course, quite free to hold his opinion that 
that had been found there, although there is no evidence that I know 
of for anything of the sort. We examined pretty thoroughly before 
we went to Nippur to try to ascertain everything about Nippur, and 
Dr. Prince and I went through the Museum at Berlin, with a special 
permit to examine everything that was there, and there was at that 
time nothing there that came from Nippur, according to the report 
of the authorities at that time. Nor when we came to Nippur did we 
find any evidences of excavations; neither in our inquiry as to the 
work that had been done could we find that at that period anything 
w^s brought from that part of the country for sale. We did find that 
the principal source of supplies of tablets was Babylon, Abu-Habba 
and from Birs-Nimroud, the ancient Borsippa, but nothing was coming 
from the south. We had every reason to believe or we ascertained, so 
far as the dealers were at all able to give such information of the source 
of supply, that the Khabaza tablet was one that came from one of those 
three places. 

I will further call attention to the fact that of course it is incum- 
bent upon any one, in regard to a tablet hke that, asserting that it 
came from a given place, to prove the fact by something in the tablet 
itself. 

In the second place, I will take up the "Multiplication Tables." 
With regard to them the same is true: both of them are published in 
the Die Ausgrabungen im Bel-Tempel zu Nippur, The text of that 
seems to be perfectly clear. I do not know how any one could read it 
with any other understanding. The obvious intent would seem to 
me to declare that these were found in that portion of the library 



Digitized 



by Google 



53 

which he describes, of which he gives a cut in this, as he does in all 
this portion of the library, where he says that there are forty rooms 
excavated, and which were found some twenty to twenty-four feet 
beneath the surface of the groimd, which he describes as that compart- 
ment containing the Temple School, the Scientific Library, the Uterary 
portion and so forth, as distinguished from that portion which contained 
the documents only. He accepts my statement in regard to the place 
where those tablets were foimd. With regard to the Museum records 
and the acquisition that one of them, which is also published in this 
volume on p. 531, and there again described in a way I do not see how 
any one can read without understanding as meaning that it came out 
of that library. That one, by the marks on it, was found in the second 
expedition, of which I was director, in April of 1890. At that time the 
work being done was done on another section of hills, and was found on 
Hill X, further on the other side of the canal. In any case, the Temple 
Library itself lay twenty-three to twenty-four feet beneath the groimd ; 
that is, the part of the library which this book describes this as coming 
out of. 

The other tablet was purchased by Noorian in Bagdad, and is very 
similar to a number of tablets which have been published by Shultz* 
as having been found by him at that same place, Abu-Habba. The 
evidence which Noorian collected at the time seemed to be conclusive 
as to the point from which these were derived. He got it from one of a 
family which had worked before excavating there and had been dealing 
in antiquities, and there was no reason to question the place it was 
foimd. 

Dr. Hilprecht speaks of himself as publishing that as an example 
of the secret diggings which went on by the Arabs between the first and 
second expeditions, and referred to by me in '* Nippur" as stating that 
a certain Abbas went down there and attempted to make such diggings, 
but there is no statement I can find anywhere in Dr. Hilprecht's pub- 
lication of that. 

It was entirely legitimate, if he had concluded that that was 
derived from Nippm-, to have stated that and given it with a cut, or 
in any way, so as to say that it was such an example that from its con- 
tents he concluded that it came from Nippur. But it is entirely 
illegitimate to publish in such a way as this. The same is true with 
regard to the drawing of a temple scholar that is given in one of these 
publications, Die Ausgrabungen im Bel-Tempel zu Nippur, There 
is a description, "I know a series of tablets," and then he goes on to 
describe these drawing tablets and tell how the scholars used them. 
Then next following is, "Then one passed to free drawing after ex- 
amples and natm-e, in which scholars without talent at times accom- 
plished something quite dreadful." He prints in connection with that 
sentence the reference to the drawing which follows, referring to that, 
and under that cut is "Drawing of a Temple Scholar." He states 

* [Stenographer's mistake; read "Scheil." — H. V. II.] 
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that it is true that I said that that is not on a clay tablet at all. It 
was on a stone vase; not on one of these series of tablets. There is 
a reference on p. 527 of this book which I had supposed was to that, the 
same thing, *^One bird was executed very poorly/' in his account of 
a number of unbaked tablets. He states in the document that that 
reference is to a different drawing, a different bird. I should have 
expected to see the drawing, but, of course, I have to accept that 
statement. 

The next one which comes up, he mentions two clay bas reliefs 
without inscription, about which I said nothing, except that I knew 
nothing about them. I should like to raise a question as to where 
they were found, and when, and think that Mr. Fisher, who was at the 
excavations, would be able to state something with regard to those, and 
whether they were dug up at about the time when that library was 
found, or whether they were dug up before the time when any work 
on the Temple Hill had been begun. I had no knowledge with refer- 
ence to their origin at the time I made my statement. Nor with 
regard to the hexagonal clay prism, nor with regard to the round 
practice tablet. 

The Lushtamar Tablet is described in Dr. Hilprecht's volume, 
"Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," on p. 
532. The passage is not a long one. It seems impossible that any 
one reading that passage would have derived from the passage any 
other idea than that the tablet which he was describing was one which 
was dug out by the expedition there, dug up in the latter work, by the 
text, from the business and administrative department of the library. 
But in this lecture, in the "Transactions of the Department of Archae- 
ology,'' where he gives a cut of the same, he describes it in a slightly 
different way, so that it might be possible to interpret it as found in 
those hills in general. But one would certainly understand from the 
passage I have quoted that it was dug up by the expedition, and I 
think would understand that it was dug up in the latter part of the 
expedition. It is described as one of the unopened letters from the 
time of the first Babylonian and Cassite dynasties, and so forth. I 
stated that was part of the Prince purchase. According to the Museum 
marks, I had understood Dr. Hilprecht made that purchase in .* 

In his statement Prof. Hilprecht states that he bought it on the day he 
left t from some of the workmen who had stolen it. If 

that is true, and. I had known that, he would have been summarily 
dismissed instantly, and I venture to say that the Department here 
would have sustained me at once, because that act, if it had been com- 
mitted, was a dishonest act, calculated to destroy the whole work that 
was done, to purchase from our workmen stolen tablets that were 
found. I questioned Noorian as to the fact. I would say that the 
action which we take in such a case is to seize the objects, and the 

* [Blank in stenographic record. Read "Hillah." — H. V. H.] 
t [Blank in stenographic record. Read "Nippur/'— H, V. II.] 
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workman, if found, is arrested and punished by imprisonment for 
doing such a thing. You will remember that I was the director of the 
expedition; that every one was supposed to report to me. I never 
received any word of anything of the sort. The first that I ever 
heard of such a thing was in this statement. I called up Noorian on 
the telephone, who was with Dr. Hilprecht at that time, and read this 
statement to him, and asked him what information he could give me. 
He was with Dr. Hilprecht at the time. He was confident that no such 
thing could have possibly ever taken place; that is, of course, only 
negative. The best evidence in regard to any such tablet as that, and 
the only evidence whatsoever, is to actually open it. That should be 
done at once. It is an easy thing to do, and does not injure it. That 
tablet can be cut and restored so that it cannot be determined. 

Noorian also called my attention to something else, which is 
entirely outside of my knowledge, and I simply mention it because I 
have not examined the objects in the University, and have no way of 
ascertaining that. When the Noorian collection was purchased, 
the real object of the purchase of him was a little tablet, which was the 
best tablet of that sort that we had ever seen anywhere, and we 
bought the whole Noorian collection really to get at that tablet. 
That tablet was on exhibition from the University of Pennsylvania in 
Chicago in 1893, and I would hke to ask through you now, or later, if 
Dr. Hilprecht can tell where that tablet now is. It was a very interest- 
ing tablet. 

These things, of course, should never come up. When one finds 
there is one uncertainty he is at once led to question everything. In 
my first letter, before the statement was drawn up, I referred to the 
terra-cotta jars. I should like to call attention now to them. I did not 
possess at that time any information, nor do I state any, nor have I 
stated any since. A few days ago Mrs. Haynes was in New York, and 
Dr. Ward called me up on the telephone to say that Mrs. Haynes was 
there. 

(On the motion of Mr. Houston, the remainder of Dr. Peters^ 
statement in regard to Mr. and Mrs. Haynes was withdrawn.) 

Mr. Jones: I would like to state that an)rthing that has been 
told anyone, that is a repetition of what has been said by another, and 
that person in no way being before us, ought not to be received from 
any gentleman who is present. What took place in accidental or formal 
conversations with people is hearsay in the highest sense, and ought 
not to be repeated by Dr. Hilprecht or Dr. Peters, or anybody. We 
will get into an endless field of discussion, which we all know has no 
validity. I would hke at this time, following Mr. Houston's remark, 
to have it imderstood that we exclude any observations of that char- 
acter. It is only proper that it should be done at a hearing of this 
kind. 

Dr. Peters: I did not suppose that we were conducting an 
examination according to strictly legal rules, but I am going to give 
testimony in support of Mrs, Haynes' statements with reference to 
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. these jars, if you will hear the testimony, and if it does not seem satis- 
factory you may strike it out. I cannot bring the one in without 
bringing the other. 

The Provost : I assume Mr. Jones refers to the conversation that 
you had with Dr. Noorian. 

Mr. Jones: If Dr. Noorian is produced, there is no objection. I 
should have to hold that talks with Dr. Noorian, Dr. Noorian not 
being here to answer questions, is not evidence. 

Dr. Peters: I have no objection. I understood that I am 
offering you statements to assist in the investigation, and giving you 
information with regard to the persons who can be reached. 

Mr. Jones : I will state that the Committee ought not to be put 
in the position of having statements made to it of what people have 
said, and then be obligated to call those people, or else accept the 
report of the statements they have made as correct. Otherwise it 
would lead to an interminable controversy. I have never known in 
any lay or legal proceeding any such course being pursued. It is 
instantly evident that any such controversy would become intermin- 
able. It is not intended to apply to Dr. Peters alone ; it is to apply with 
equal force to Dr. Hilprecht, or any one he produces. What we desire 
here are facts within the knowledge of the people who come before us, 
and then any reasoning that the gentlemen choose to make from those 
facts, I understand, we are ready to hear. That would be my sugges- 
tion to the Committee as a safe, honorable, and as a liberal method of 
procedure concerning the rights of every one that is concerned. 

Dr. Peters: Do you wish me to tell the statement which Mrs. 
Haynes made to me, and then give these other things w^hich support 
and bear upon that? If you do not wish me to do that, then I would 
simply suggest that you ask Mr. Fisher as to his knowledge with 
regard to the objects described by Dr. Hilprecht on pp. 518 and 519 
as being contained in a vase, such vase as he describes on p. 516 as 
being unearthed soon after his arrival at NifFer in 1900, containing 
about twenty inscribed objects, mostly clay tablets, and so forth. 
One of the specimens as given on p. 518, a large fragment of a clay 
tablet, containing the plan of Nippur and its environment. The 
description of this is found on p. 519. 

I would like to have Mr. Fisher asked as to what knowledge, if any, 
he has about that. He was on the ground. Further than that, from 
direct information, I can give nothing. 

I understand that my relation is simply that I am ready to give 
any information that I possess with regard to Nippur and explorations 
there, and with regard to those objects; but further than that, and 
subject to your rules as to what you wish me to state, if I am not to 
statie information which Mrs. Haynes gave me, telling me I might say 
it, I will stop here, because there is nothing else. 

Provost Harrison: The Committee are unanimously of the 
opinion on two points. First, that Dr. Hilprecht's critics or accusers, 
and in due time Dr. Hilprecht himself, will be strictly confined to the 
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charges which have been made in writing, and Dr. Hilprecht will be 
confined to the reply which he has made. We will hear any testimony 
which is evidence from personal knowledge of Dr. Hilprecht's critics 
and Dr. Hilprecht himself, and with arguments from Dr. Hilprecht's 
critics or from himself; in support of what they know, they may pro- 
duce books which they have written, or books which he has written, 
and we will examine them. We will not go into any question of any 
charge or imputation from his critics other than has been already 
submitted, nor will we permit Dr. Hilprecht, when his turn comes, to 
take up any question other than his reply, which has already been 
submitted. In addition to that, we will strike out all the evidence or 
testimony already given, or statements already made, that are hearsay 
evidence, as not being evidence for us to hear, upon the ground, in the 
first place, that it is not evidence, and, in the second place, that it will 
lead, to an interminable controversy, the end of which no one of us 
could foresee. 

Prof. Jastrow: I want to know whether this ruUng excludes 
bringing to the attention of the Committee in some form evidence 
of this character that you spoke of which would throw light on the 
subjects that are here for investigation. 

Provost Harrison: This statement will probably widen the 
language which I used: "or any letter or letters, or any publications, 
or printed or written matter bearing upon the issue raised, may be 
submitted, and any witnesses may be produced while we are in session." 

Dr. Peters: I do not propose to produce any witnesses, nor to 
take the stand here as prosecuting. I am here at yom- request origin- 
ally in making a statement. I am here under the supposition that the 
University wished to ascertain what the actual facts were, and to inform 
itself. I am not here as prosecutor. I will give any information that 
is in my power. If you make that ruling, of course, I cannot tell 
fiirther. What has been said to me by Noorian is stricken out. If 
you really desire to have the information, Mr. Noorian has informed 
me that he is ready to come and give you such information as he 



Mrs. Haynes has offered not only herself and her statements, but 
her handbooks if you really desire to gain that information. As to 
the reference contained in Dr. Hilprecht's statement about the jars, 
under your ruling I can go no further, and, in fact, the greater part of 
what I said would not be admissible at all under your ruling, because 
for the direct personal evidence of this you must call oji others who 
were present, or make your own examination of these facts ih the 
Museum. The statement about the jars contained in Dr. Hilprecht's 
notices was what made me speak of them. I would simply ask, as that 
evidence has been ruled out, that you would question Mr. Fisher, who 
was on the ground at the time, as to his knowledge of these jars and their 
contents. As I understand the whole matter, it is not one bearing on 
the question of whether there is a library or not. It is a question as 
to what I have alleged, and others., with regard to these publications, 
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and it is with regard to those that I came to give such information as 
I possess. 

By Mr. Jones: Dr. Peters, the questions that I will ask you I 
will try to have relate to the inmiediate issue which has been made 
here, and, of course, I understand they are answered only by your 
courtesy and desire for us to reach the truth. 

Q. You were actively engaged in the expeditions of 1889 and 
1890? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And were personally at Nippur in both campaigns? 
• A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall how many tablets were excavated by you in 
those two campaigns? 

A. The rough estimate that was given was about eight thousand. 

Q. Which the University received? 

A. Part of them the University received, and part of them the 
Imperial Museum at Constantinople. 

Q. About how many did the University receive? 

A. I should suppose somewhat more than half. I could not tell 
you any more accurately. 

Q. In the neighborhood then of four thousand? 

A. I should suppose so. •« 

Q. Can you state, in those expeditions, the number of articles 
that were purchased and given to the University? 

A. No. What do you mean? Purchased by the expedition? 

Q. Yes. Or through the expeditions. 

A. I do not know the number of them. All my books were 
handed over so long ago to the University. There were, I think, two 
collections in London and one in Bagdad, and then there was the 
Noorian collection, and then there was a collection of Cappadocian 
tablets and there were various small objects, but I do not know in 
what they were, or the number of them now. 

Q. Would you say two thousand? 

A. I should not venture to say, because I should have to look 
it up, and I have not even material to look it up. That could be 
ascertained from the Museimi, I suppose. 

Q. You would hesitate to say that there was an essentially less 
amount than two thousand objects purchased? 

A. I do not know anything about it. The information, I pre- 
sume, could be readily obtained from the Museum, but really, without 
examination, I could not answer you at all. 

Q. You know that there was a considerable number purchased? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you mean that you could not say whether there were five 
hundred or a thousand or two thousand? 

A. I should suppose there were over five hundred. Beyond that, 
I could not venture to speak. 

Q. It is a matter, I suppose, that could be easily proved? 
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A. I should suppose that that could be easily ascertained. 

Q. The objects which were excavated by the expedition which 
you led, do you know if they have been catalogued or classified in 
the University? 

A. I know only from going to the University and seeing some 
of Item. 

Q. How recently? 

A. The last time I was in the University Museum was in the 
Spring of last year, I fancy. 

Q. I)o you know at all how many have been catalogued or 
classined of the tablets or articles that you excavated or that were 
excavated by your expeditions? 

A. No; I do not. 

Q. Are you a Semitic scholar yourself? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What Semitic languages can you read? 

A. Now? I can read Hebrew with considerable ease. I should 
not imdertake to read any other of the Semitic languages, except to 
check translations. 

Q. What are the languages which appear upon the tablets? 

Dr. Peters : Dr. Harrison, I am p^fectly willing to answer ques- 
tions which can be of any assistance, but, before answering any further, 
I will ask what is the object of this question? I am here for one pur- 
pose, and anything that bears upon that I will gladly answer, but 
before answering further, I should like to ask through you what is the 
object of this question? 

Mr. Jones : It seems to me, Mr. Provost of the Committee, that 
two questions have been raised here: first, specifically a question of the 
literary, scientific accuracy of statements of Dr. Hilprecht's in his 
pubUcations. The second one, a question of direct doubt as to the 
existence of a Temple Library, with several arguments to prove the 
non-existence by the gentlemen who have made the statements which 
brought up the questions which are before us. The line of inquiry of 
the Conamittee, in order to judge of the merit and honesty of Dr. Hil- 
precht's statements, must therefore go to both of these questions. 
When a critic implies doubt of a statement by a scientist and is before 
us, it seems to me proper to ascertain to what extent, very briefly, he 
would be qualified for his position. I know no other method of our 
determining that, so far as the inferences or statements made by the 
gentlemen who are critics here, other than when we reach Dr. Hil- 
precht, having him vindicate the position he has taken of the existence 
of the library. 

Dr. Peters : Mr. Provost, the questions which I have raised are 
not questions which in themselves require anything further, and I 
have purposely brought such questions within the knowledge of the 
layman and the knowledge of the explorer, which any one is competent 
to see from what has been laid before him. As to the second, I will 
decline to answer those questions further. If my position and my 
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record are not sufScient to establish my right as a scholar, then I shall 
not answer such questions. I am not before a court of law. I was a 
professor here in the University, and the professor in Semitic languages, 
and I regard such questions as entirely unnecessary and improper, and 
as mere legal quibbles. If the object is to ascertain the facte, I will 
answer any questions that are asked. If the object is to attempt to 
discredit me as a witness by legal methods, I decline to appear as a 
witness for such questioning. 

Mr. Jones : I would like to ask Dr. Peters one question, and h6 
will then perhaps understand why I started this line of inquiry,. which 
I should have left in a moment. 

Do not the statemente which have been filed against Dr. Hil- 
precht, in reference to the doubte as to the existence of the Temple 
Library, directly discredit ite existence and possession by the Univer- 
sity? 

Dr. Peters: No. I do not know exactly how to answer that 
without explanation. I cannot answer yes or no. No. The. doubt 
about that arises from those publications. The effect of publishing 
as material from the library that which was not from the Ubrary make« 
any one, layman or scholar, suspicious as to the existence of the library, 
and ask for proof of it. That is the extent of that. The mention of 
that question in my statement, I introduced only as showing what the 
bearing of such publications was. It was not I that threw.discredit on 
the question of the library. It was those pubUcations. In point of 
fact, when I reviewed the book in which it was said or referred to or 
supposed there was a library, I hailed it with joy and gladness. It 
was the insistence of the ascertaining of these things that led to the 
question arising, and what I suggested on that was that this had 
thrown doubt, and that it was desirable that such an investigation 
should be made as should ascertain the actual facte. I called atten- 
tion to the pubUcations of Dr. Hilprecht, in which I showed the lack of 
labeling, no way of determining what the tablete came from, and so 
forth, and suggested that that was a point which required examination. 
Does that answer yoiu* question? 

Mr. Jones : I do not think it does. But perhaps we can reach an 
answer to it in this way. You have yourself published some books 
upon the expeditions that you conducted? 

A. One or two volumes only. 

Q. When did you publish them? When was your first volume 
published? 

A. In 1897. 

Q. I understand then that your first volume was published in 
1897. That would be seven years after your last expedition and eight 
years after your first? Am I right about that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During that time, where were your notebooks? 

A. My notebooks, part of them were here, and part of them were 
i n my possession. 
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Q. Those that were reqmred at any time, of course, you obtained? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And kept in your possession? 
f A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever gone to the University with any one to read the 
languages on those tablets that are there, and asked for an examination 
of any that were not catalogued or classified? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Before throwing doubt upon this great collection which is in 
the possession of the University and impugning the find, did you 
make any effort of any kind to examine the objects embraced in that 
find? . 

• A. I would answer you that I did not impugn the find. The first 
thing I did, when it came to me that there were in the Museum certain 
tablets witii marks which were not in the Museum, finding that one of 
them had been purchased by Dr. Harper, and one of them by Dr. Prince, 
was to ask Dr. Harper, who I understand at that time was just g ing 
East, if he would look and identify that, and to ask Dr. Prince if he 
would look and identify his tablet. I asked both of them to make no 
mention of the matter to any one but me. Dr. Harper went to Con- 
stantinople, and Dr. Prince examined both, and took Dr. Lau with him. 
He reported to me that fact, and I then, so far from impugning any- 
thing, presented that material quietly, after consultation with a 
Trustee of the University, stating to him that I did not know what it 
meant, and asking that a quiet examination be made. When some 
more information of the same sort came into my hands, I did the same. 
Nor have I done anyi/hing to impugn these. What I assert is that it is 
this publication that impugns it, and all I have called your attention 
to is the fact that they had impugned it, and, that as they do impugn 
it, a careful examination ought to be made. 

Q. Do you know the number of objects obtained from the various 
expeditions to Nippur that have been classified and catalogued in the 
Museum in the University? 

A. I only know from the published statements that have been 
made. 

Q. Do you know of any record or statement in the Museum, in 
reference to any of the great collections that have been classified and 
catalogued, that is erroneous or marks upon the objects themselves 
open to public scrutiny and study? 

A. I do not know whether now there is one. There was one there 
some years ago that I called attention to. That was a single object. 
I do not know anything about this. I have not examined it. I had no 
occasion to. 

Q. You do not know then of any object not properly designated 
as to the method of its acquisition upon the records of the Museum? 

A. I do not know anytiiing about the records of the Museum. 

Q. If you cannot answer me because you are raising a question of 
integrity of the possessions— 
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A. No, sir. I am raising a question with r^ard to these publica- 
tions. 

Q. Have you not raised a question as to the existence of a library 
designated as the Temple Library? 

A. You have my statement. I indicated that those published 
facts of things, and I called attention to them in detail, raised the 
question and made it desirable to conduct an investigation. 

Q. I was pursuing this inquiry because I find in your statement 
submitted the following language: "Such an exhibit, of course, 
raises the gravest doubt with regard to the whole question of tjie 
Temple library. If there be such a library, why were not specimens 
which were dug up from Nippur in that library published, instead of 
tablets purchased or found ten or twelve years before the library was 
imearthed? How does it happen that tablets not found in that 
library should have been published as specimens of the library? I 
would suggest that it is desirable to ascertain and make clear where the 
23,000 or, as I believe it is elsewhere described, 24,000 tablets from 
the library are at the present moment. 

"Is it a fact that a portion of these tablets given to the Museum of 
the University of Pennsylvania, said, I believe, to have been two- 
thirds of the whole, are now or were three months ago lying unpacked 
in the cellars of the Museum, as has been stated in pubUc prints? How 
are these tablets discovered in the so-called library labeled? Are they 
boxed, and in such a way as they can be identified, or packed indis- 
criminately without such labeling as will identify them?" 

Do you not think that language of that kind addressed to the 
world, scientific and lay, is an imputation by a scholar who has been 
connected with the University upon the existence of such Temple 
Library being in the possession of the University? 

A. I think that statement is not addressed to the world, public 
and lay. That statement was addressed to the Trustees. It pointed 
out to them the very great doubts that had been raised by such publica- 
tions and suggested to them the desirability, for the honor of the Uni- 
versity and the Museum, as well as in the cause of science, of investiga- 
tion. The investigation lay with them, not for me at aJl. I had no 
power to do it, nor was it my business. I considered that my part was 
done when I laid such facts as had come to my knowledge frankly and 
fully before the University Trustees. It was their part to investigate, 
and I will answer any question. I pointed out what the suggestions 
were that arose from that, and that it seemed to me was desirable to 
have looked up. 

Q. Your doubts as publicly expressed in the statement that you 
gave to the newspaper, and to which I referred because it is alluded to 
by you in the correspondence which you have had with the Provost, 
were made then without any attempt at studying the tablets in the 
Museum, which might or might not have cleared your mind upon the 
subject? 

A. That statement was made without any attempt. I had no 
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power or no possibility to make that attempt. That statement was 
made simply because the opinion which I had given before had not 
been acted upon, but publication had been made forcing me to make 
publication in answer. 

Q. Your entire comments then upon the existence of the library; 
and the doubts that you have expressed pubUcly in reference to its 
existence, are the outgrowth solely of the inference that you drew from 
the pubhcation of Dr. Hilprecht entitled "Babylonian Expedition of 
the University of Pennsylvania," as to principally three objects illus- 
trated or alluded to therein, the inscription under one being ''Astronom- 
ical Tablet from the Temple Library," multiplication tablet 1x6=6, 
and the object alluded to being a letter referred to as addressed to 
Lushtamar? Am I right in that conclusion? 

A. You are not right. 

Q. State in what particular. 

A. My statement has already put the matter perfectly clear. I 
could add to the statement itself the whole accoimt which Prof. Hil- 
precht gives of the library, the evidence of the growth of the idea, of 
it going back to my own personal knowledge and recollection, the 
information given me with regard to the work done by those who had 
been over; those things, added to the fact that some five objects out of 
a very small number in the illustrations in the various publications of 
Dr. Hilprecht did not come from the library at all, led me to ask that 
investigation should be made and point out that such a method of 
treatment did throw doubts on its existence, and that is the extent 
of what I had said. 

Q. How do you know that the objects with reference to which you 
have raised the question of doubt as to coming from the library did 
not come from there? 

A. That is contained in my statement, and in Dr. Hilprecht's 
statement for that matter, also. The account given of the particular 
parts of the library identifies two sections, and only those two sections 
I have referred to. He has described as coming out of those certain 
objects which by his own admission now were not dug up there at that 
time, but were bought elsewhere or dug up in one case at an earlier 
date. 

Q. The question of whether or not the objects about which this 
dispute has arisen were excavated from the library is not positively 
known to you or anyone, is it? 

A. It is known that they were not excavated at the time at which, 
according to the account in this book, the reader is led to suppose they 
were excavated, and Dr. Hilprecht admits that as a fact in his state- 
ments. 

Q. Will vou show me in any of Dr. Hilprecht's publications any 
specific language that declares any of these objects were excavated by 
anyone of the expeditions from Nippur? 

A. To answer that question I shall have to refer you to the whole 
statement which is made in here with regard to that discovery, and say 
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that the statement, Astronomical Tablet from the Temple Library 
multiplication table, in connection with the text, leaves no other inter- 
pretation possible in common honesty and common understanding 
of the meaning of the language. I do not know that there is a specific 
instance with regard to these particular examples which I have foimd 
where it mentions, where under the tablet it is stated, "This was dug 
up in precisely such and such a place,'' but as illustrations of the 
accounts which he gives of that excavation he gives these tablets, and 
accompanying the text in the way that is always understood in every 
pubUcation as meaning that that is part of the work done. In this 
case the reference is made in the text itself, so as to refer to it. 

In Die Ausgrahungen im Bel-Tempel zu Nippur^ on p. 59, it 
gives the examples of the instructions in drawing in this Temple School. 
It is part of the description of the objects found and the work done 
in this Temple School, the location of which has been given just before. 
It proceeds, " I know a series of tablets on which are found straight and 
oblique lines, zigzags, karoSj lattice specimens and similar figures.'' 
Then one progressed to the free drawing after copies and nature, in 
which scholars without talent at times accomplished something quite 
dreadful. Then he gives this reference to this. That is conducted in 
the text. 

On p. 532, which I note you have marked in this volimie, he says, 
"Concerning the character of the business and administrative depart- 
ment estabUshed in the ' Library' — the position of which he has specifi- 
cally defined — ^where contracts were executed, orders given out, 
income and expense lists kept, etc., I have to add Uttle to what has 
been previously stated. A number of letters were found intact. The 
envelopes, sealed and addressed more than four thousand years ago, 
inmaediately before the city was conquered and looted, were still 
unbrpken. While writing these lines one of those ancient epistles of 
the time of Amraphel (Gen. 14) Ues unopened before me." He then 
describes that tablet. I submit that language is sufficiently plain, 
and that any ordinary man with the understanding of literary language 
can apply no other interpretation. 

Q. Your answer then to my question must be, No, that you cannot 
find any sentence in this book anywhere which says that any of these 
objects were excavated or dug up at Nippur by any of the expeditions 
with which he or you was connected? 

A. My answer is not No. That particular passage is as plain as 
any particular language can be. My answer is that all that language 
in any ordinary literary understanding conveys that interpretation. 

Q. Can you find the language which I ask you in this book any- 
where or in any publication by Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. I have given you that language. 

Q. That is, you cannot find it? 

A. I can find it, and have given it to you. 

Q. The language which you did find you drew an inference from 
as meaning that? Is not that true? 
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A. In the sense that you draw an inference from any language. 
No language can be absolutely plain. No more than in that sense. 
It is a clear and distinct statement, I should say, and has been certainly 
so interpreted everywhere where it has been used. 

Dr. Peters: Mr. Provost, I cannot see that this examination 
leads anyivhere. All of these statements have been made, and the 
object of this is not, so far as I can see, to get at these facts, but to 
establish a certain legal position. Unless there is something else I 
would beg to be excused and that my statement be followed up, if the 
Trustees of the University desire to make an examination. I will 
send in writing anything else that is desired over my signature. 

Mr. Jones: Do I understand that Dr. Peters will come before the 
Committee again? 

Dr. Peters: I will come again if I can be in any way helpful to 
the University Trustees in their desire to investigate these matters and 
answer anything in my knowledge. It seems to me that such question- 
ing as this does not lead anywhere, and I do not care for that. If you 
wUl take and read the bool^ which are here before you, it seems to me 
it will accomplish more; but a mere legal examination does not reach 
any point in the matter of this description. 

Mr. Jones : My endeavor is to find facts. For that reason I ask 
Dr. Peters if anywhere there has been a specific declaration, that he 
knows of, that these objects were excavated or dug up at Nippur. It 
is important that we should know if there is such a statement anywhere 
that he knows of. I regard it, and I am quite sure the Trustees regard 
it, and I am sure the world would regard it, as an important fact. If 
there were such a statement, it would be very important for us to 
know it. I find Dr. Peters' statement is that the language is inferential, 
leading to that conclusion. I want to go on and ask him further in 
reference to that language. I want to know if almost one-third of the 
objects of this expedition were not purchased with the purpose of 
bringing back to the University of Pennsylvania from their explora- 
tions and through the exploration fund something from Babylonia. 
The total number of objects was in the neighborhood of six thousand; 
two-thirds were excavated and one-third purchased. Dr. Hilprecht, 
as I understand, deals with both in his book. I want to see if there 
cannot be honorable inference to any part of that conclusion either as 
having been purchased or excavated. I want to see, in the interest 
of the University and of truth, what Dr. Peters knows upon these 
subjects as to the acquisition and number of objects that were brought 
home by these expeditions. That is my desire in examining him, and 
that is my desire alone. 

We are here to-day for two things: To test the justice of literary 
criticism, the criticism of correct methods, and to vindicate the integ- 
rity of the work of the expeditions that went to Nippur conducted by 
Dr. Peters, Dr. Hilprecht, or anyone. That is, that we are to ascertain 
fairly the truth that is connected with these expeditions, and to see 
whether intentionally any wrong has been done in the statement, or if 
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there are any fair inferences in reference to the criticism as to the 
statement with regard to the acquisition of three or four objects. We 
have the fair name of the University, the fair name of Dr. Hilprecht, 
and the merit of the criticisms involved. What I individually desire 
is the truth and solely the truth alone. We have established the 
University, and Dr. Hilprecht and his critics must take the conse- 
quences of the opinion of the world on the controversy. It seems to me 
I have asked no question which does not bear upon bringing out some 
facts to test Dr. Peters' knowledge of these expeditions, their acquisi- 
tion and the extent to which Dr. Hilprecht, in any sense within his 
knowledge, has not acted with integrity towards the University. 

It is in those three directions alone that every inquiry has been 
put. 

Dr. Peters : There is the form in which any scientific notice, if 
there is such a thing, would be published, and that would have been 
entirely proper. The very fact of this statement there (p. 10 of Dr. 
HilprechVs statement) seems to me to show the manner in which such 
publications should have been made. Not to make it in that way cer- 
tainly conveys and has conveyed to the reader the opposite interpreta- 
tion. I find myself imable to put any other possible interpretation 
on the language. As I have stated to you, as I see it, it is not an infer- 
ence; it is as direct a statement as I know how to make, without 
going out of the way to put a label under the tablet and make such an 
assertion. 

" I used the illustration," he says, " first, of the 'Astronomical Tab- 
let' as a ispecimen of the result of the secret excavations of the Arabs at 
Nippur prior to our Expeditions; second, the illustration of the 'Lush- 
tamar' tablet as a remarkable specimen of the results of the First 
Expedition (the fact that one of our Arabs stole and sold it not affecting 
its value in that respect); third, the 'Noorian' tablet as a specimen of 
the results of the secret diggings by the Arabs, between the First and 
Second Expeditions (expressly referred to by Dr. Peters in his * Nippur,' 
Vol. II, p. 52, in these words: 'During the summer Abbas and a few 
others had gone to Nippur privately, with the intention of digging there 
on their own account') ; and, fourth, the (1 x 6) multipUcation table to 
illustrate a predominating characteristic feature of the antiquities 
excavated by Dr. Peters in the Second Campaign." 

My statement was that if that had been put in the text, that would 
have been quite proper to state where they came from. But that the 
objection is that that was not put in the text, and that there is no other 
interpretation of the text which I can understand that language is 
capable of. It does not say that those tablets were dug out by the 
expedition at that time. 

Mr. Jones : But although nearly one-third of the objects obtained 
by these expeditions and referred to in the Babylonia explorations of the 
University of Pennsylvania generally, some clearly defined as purchased , 
some clearly defined as excavated, you conclude in this reference that 
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there can be only one interpretation, that it was excavated by one of 
those expeditions, although it does not say so? 

A. There is but one interpretation — ^it is perfectly proper to 
refer to all the other objects — ^but where reference is made to them 
they should always be indicated. If you will turn to p. 528, you will 
see footnotes which do refer to other objects, and by the very fact that 
you have the footnotes referring to those other objects, your impres- 
sions find further confirmation that the objects not so referred to are 
dug out in the manner described in thie text. I do not see how to 
understand that otherwise. 

Q. Your opinion is that the tablet designated on p. 530, under- 
neath it, "Astronomical Tablet from the Temple Library," did not 
come from there? 

A. I know that it was part of the Khabaza collection. 

Q. Your opinion is that it did not come from there? 

A. My opinion is that it did not come from there. 

Q. You do not know where it came from? 

A. I know that it came from the Khabaza collection, but that it 
was not dug up at Nippur in 1889 or 1890, as described in the text. 

Q. In the University it is properly designated, and in Dr. Hil- 
precht's handwriting, as coming from the Khabaza collection, is it not? 

A. I imderstand that it is. 

Q. I will refer you to the Lushtamar Letter. I will ask you to 
read that statement through (p. 532, "Babyl. Exp. of U. of Pa."), and 
then I will ask you one or two questions as to the interpretation. Will 
you show me on that page any declaration that the tablet marked 
Lushtamar was excavated or was a part of any find in the library by 
either of the expeditions? 

A. I take the page itself, without taking what goes before — the 
statement on a previous page as defining the different parts of the 
library and stating where the business and administrative depart- 
ment was, and so forth. Assuming that following his notion he is 
describing the objects found in that portion of the library, the place 
which he identifies, which he says had some forty-eight rooms and so 
forth, then he gives the statement, " Concerning the character of the 
business and administrative department established in the 'library/ 
where contracts were executed, orders given out, income and expense 
lists kept, etc., I have to add little to what has been previously stated. 
A number of letters were found intact. The envelopes, sealed and 
addressed more than four thousand years ago, immediately before the 
city was conquered and looted, were still unbroken. While writing 
these lines one of those ancient epistles of the time of Amraphel lies 
unopened before me." Then it goes on to describe the size and so 
forth. 

Q. Did you consider that a very natural interpretation of those 
words, "while writing these lines one of those ancient epistles of the 
time of Amraphel (Gen. 14) lies unopened before me," was a general 
designation of a tablet as an example of a type, not referring to any- 
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thing specifically found by the expedition in the library? I merely 
want to know if you thought of that? 

A. I have not twisted the language into that shape. I am used to 
simple and ordinary language and used to scientific methods. I know 
no scholar ever made an application without stating where the thing 
came from, without its being understood at once that he had done 
something that was improper. 

Q. You do not find anything in that description on p. 532 stating 
that that was excavated or dug from the library, do you? 

A. Putting it, as I have already said to you, in connection with 
the text, yes ; I see no other interpretatioif Possible. 

Q. You do not find the language I^^^e indicated? ,«*: 

A. I found the whole language tl :*:^. 

Q. Of course, it would have been pecific in fact if he had said, 
"While writing these lines, one of those ancient epistles of the time of 
Amraphel, which we took from the library or dug from the library or 
excavated, lies unopened before me," would it not? 

A. That would have added a specific word fiuiiher. But the 
thing itself states that in connection with the text. I would refer you 
again to p. 528, where he uses the footnote, showing that that is the 
regular custom. If he did not wish to introduce a statement in the 
text as to the place where the object was found, he should have put 
it in the note. It is the universal scholarly custom, and it seems to me, 
in addressing the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, I need 
not state that. If a scholar knows a thing, he states it; but if he does 
not, he must qualify the explanation and give the authority. The 
thing may be a mistake, and then it would not be his error. 

Q. Separating from the text the words, "while writing these 
lines, one of those ancient epistles of the time of Amraphel lies open 
before me," would not have any necessary relation to acquisition at 
any place whatever, would it? 

A. Not if you take it entirely away from the text. 

Q. I want to take different objects, and I want yoiu: views, and I 
want frankly an explanation from you by any replies you may make 
to my questions. 

Your view is that there should be a note explanatory of the general 
reference by Dr. Hilprecht to the Astronomical Tablet, and to the Mul- 
tiplication Table, and to the letter addressed to Lushtamar, explaining 
that while they had been obtained by the expeditions, that he did not 
mean they had been excavated. . 

A. Not necessarily a note. Either something in the text or in the 
label or in the note; he may put it as he pleases. But the text gives 
this as being excavated at this place; unless there is something in the 
way of a note or an added paragraph or something in the label, that 
is the supposition. 

Q. As you are upon the question of literary method and accuracy, 
let me turn to the Preface of your book, "Nippur, or Explorations and 
Adventures on the Euphrates," and on p. VI of the Preface you, speak- 
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great an influence on the religious life of the people that so long domi* 
nated the civiUzed world and so materially affected and determined 
the religious and scientific development of both Orient and Occident, 
and particularly the great Temple of Bel in that city, the oldest temple 
in the world, which the University of Pennsylvania Expedition ex- 
plored." Suppose that there was a question as to the truth of your 
statement that it was the oldest temple in the world — ^it is a declaration 
— ^how would you establish it? 

A. I should not be bound to establish it in any further way than 
that. But, in point of fact, that is just a statement made in the book. 
I do not see what bearing that has on this. 

Q. It is a broad statement? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. There is no note to it? 

A. No. I do not see the parallel of the case at all. There are 
other references in it. 

Q. Was it not the first statement that was ever made of that kind 
in reference to that Temple by any scholar? 

A. No; it was not. 

Q. Who made it before? 

A. I think that had been made. I cannot tell you now without 
looking it up, but that had been made a number of times at that time, 
so that what I have said there is practically a copy of what was at that 
time a general assertion, and what is even now the general assertion. 

Q. The discovery was made by yourself? 

A. By the expedition. 

Q. Do you believe that declarations of that character should or 
should not be annotated? 

A. No ; not when they are made Uke that. That whole statement 
does not need any annotation. 

Q. Neither your book, of the title that I have just read, nor Dr. 
Hilprecht's book is annotated, is it? 

A. When you are doing a thing of that sort usually they are noted 
in the labels, and, as I pointed out to you, there are none in there. A 
matter of that sort gives an entirely false, erroneous — not only gives an 
erroneous impression, but it is false. 

Q. In what particular is it false? 

A. As I have already pointed out, it amounts to a statement; it 
is a statement that those things were found at such and such places. 
Without the context, in the case of the Astronomical Tablet, it par- 
ticularly says "from the Temple library.'' Here is a statement, a 
detailed account of the excavation at a certain particular place. In 
the text of that explanation are given these cuts. That is the recog- 
nized and regular way of giving examples from that, and I do not 
believe that anywhere in the world it would be taken as having any 
other possible signification, unless something was said to avoid that 
interpretation. 
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Q. It is then a question of care in literary statement or literary 
accuracy that is involved, is it not? 

A. No. 

Q. As to the three objects? 

A. No; there are more than three objects. That is only a part of 
the whole. As I have stated, these were salient, to the direct point, 
and easily capable of examination and proof. 

Q. They refer to objects, however, correctly marked by Dr. 
Hilprecht himself as to the acquisition in the University Museum, do 
they not? 

A. Not in one case, and I have already asked that question might 
be made about the one on p. 518, and also about those on pp. 528 and 
529. 

Q. Let me understand just what you would like in reference to 
these. 

A. I ask that Mr. Fisher, who was on the groimd, should be asked 
whether he has any information, and if so what information, with 
regard to these objects. 

Q. Is reference to these made in your original charges? 

A. Only the general statement that I did not know where they 
came from. Dr. Hilprecht refers to them in his statement, and states 
where he says they came from. There was a reference to the jars 
made in my original statement, which he makes reference to, in regard 
to 518. As to the other two, I simply stated that. I say these are not 
charges; that this is simply a statement made to you, that I regard as 
part of the University, if it desires to find the facts, and is an eflFort 
on my part not to make charges, but simply to state such information 
as I possess. 

Mk. Jones : I want it to be entirely clear that, apart from the 
questions that you have raised, you do not know in Dr. Hilprecht's 
publication any other facts of literary or scientific inaccuracy? 

Dr. Peters: There are questions with reference to which I 
should raise a question, a good many of them, and I have in scientific 
reviews of the book, but of a different order. 

Q. They are matters of opinion, are they not, rather than matters 
of fact? 

A. Yes, sir; I fancy those are more matters of opinion. With 
regard to the matters of fact, I suppose that I have information with 
regard to certain other things here, and I have suggested to you to 
examine into them, viz., with regard to that tablet found in the jar, 
with regard to the two jars, with regard to * I suppose 

I have information, but it is not of the sort which was admitted. 

Mr. Jones: You do not mean that the Committee ought to 
endeavor to follow out every suggestion that you make to prove the 
accuracy or inaccuracy of any statement of Dr. Hilprecht or of your- 
self , do you? 

* [A blank in the stenographic transcript.] 
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Dr. Peters : I mean to say that I suppose it is the aim and object 
of the Committee to ascertain what the facts are with regard to this 
library, and the publication about it, and that they woidd welcome 
naturally any opportimity to gain any information. That if a person 
seems to be a creditable person, they would be glad to hear an3rthing 
he had to say, especially after what has passed. 

Mr. Jones : Apart from the criticisms you have made upon the 
literary and scientific methods of Dr. Hilprecht, and the doubts you 
have suggested in reference to the existence of the library, you do not 
raise any questions against the literary and scientific accuracy of his 
work as appears in his publication, do you? 

Dr. Peters : I must catch liie train. If you would excuse me, I 
should be glad to give any information the Committee desires in 
writing. 

Mr. Jones: Can you not answer my question? 
Dr. Peters : I cannot very well, without stopping to go into an 
investigation. 

Dr. Peters withdrew. 

(See continuation of proceedings on p. 79.) 

[In accordance with the decision of the Committee that Prof. 
Hilprecht could suggest questions to be put, through the Conmiittee, 
to Dr. Peters, and other persons examined by it, the following ques- 
tions were submitted in writing by Prof. Hilprecht before the meeting 
of April 15, 1905, in addition to those suggested in his letter of April 
14, 1905 (see pp. 42ff.). Owing to the withdrawal of Dr. Peters before 
the conclusion of his examination, no opportunity was afforded to 
have most of them answered, although a few of them were touched 
upon.] 

Questions Suggested from Statements in Letter of Dr. Peters 
OF March 24, 1905 (Document III) [see pp. 4ff.]. 

Why do you assert that two of the tablets published in Prof. 
Hilprecht's work are identified as not coming from the Temple Library 
at all — solely because they contain Museum marks put on at a date 
earlier than the time when Prof. Hilprecht declared the existence of 
such a library at Nippiu:? 

Why cannot a tablet, purchased long before the time when a 
Temple Library is asserted or proven to exist, have been found or 
excavated at the spot subsequently designated as the site of such a^ 
Ubrary? 

In what respect have the University authorities failed to secure 
proper control and publication of the material from Nippur? 
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Statement op Dr. Peters, March 30, 1905 (Document V) [see 

pp. 13flF.]. 

Do you not know that several hundred of the tablets Haynes 
unearthed were not boxed, but laid aside for examination by Prof. 
Hilprecht? 

Do you question the correctness of Dr. Hilprecht's statement in 
reference to 500 tablets and their character? 

Where has Dr. Hilprecht anywhere asserted that forty apartments 
are one-sixth of a division of the Temple Library? 

The Statements following on Pages 2 to 10 op this Paper are 
Considered in their Order in the Answer of Dr. Hilprecht, 
AND Points for Examination will be Found on that 
Document as Herein Noted. 

Have Dr. Peters prove his assertions as to the place where the 
several antiquities were found. 

Question him on his various assertions that the site of the library 
was imtouched for centuries ; that Nippur was then virgin soil, and 
similar assertions elsewhere. 

His assertion that the astronomical tablet came from Babylon, 
and at all events did not come from Nippur. 

His assertion that the Second Khabaza collection came from three 
sites only. 

Question him as to the exact place in the excavations at Nippur 
from which the "Nippur" Multiplication Table was excavated; as 
to his assertion that the "Noorian" Multiplication Table comes from 
Abu-Habba, and not from Nippur at all. 

Ask him to refer to any publication in which Hilprecht has said 
that the "drawing of a temple scholar'' is on a clay or unbaked tablet. 

Has he any evidence at all that the objects he numbers 5 to 8, 
namely, the two clay bas reliefs, hexagonal clay prism and the round 
practice tablet, did not come from the exact mound which Hilprecht 
designates as the Temple Library? 

What proof has he to offer that the "Lushtamar" tablet came 
from Babylon and not from Nippur? 

Does he still question that two jars were unearthed on March 1, 
1900, or the correctness of Haynes' entries relating thereto? 

He might be asked to inform you what are the nature of the 
structures opened up at the spot he has called the Temple Library, 
and be given "a full swing" at Hilprecht's advanced claim as to the 
extent of the Temple Library. 

Perhaps you may be willing to inquire of him why he considers 

•"pictures" only as proofs, and has ignored the three plates appearing 

on pages 1, 12, 13 as in the Temple of Bel, as well as the seventeen 

multiplication tables and number of exercise tablets referred to in 

Hilprecht's publications. 
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What is his belief about Arabs having been secretly making 
excavations at Nippur, perhaps for years? 

Have not practically all great discoverers for centuries past 
declared their belief in their discoveries upon evidence satisfactory to 
themselves, and thereafter taken their time to establish the truth of 
their discoveries to the satisfaction of other scientists and laymen? 

Does he consider that all scholars should have been given access 
to the tablets and notebooks before the University staff completes its 
work, and what improper restrictions have been imposed in reference 
to these tablets and notebooks? 

Did he know of the wet condition of the tablets obtained in the 
Fourth Expedition, and of all the difficulties connected with decipher- 
ing and classifying this class of tablets, chiefly in Sumerian text, when 
he preferred his charges? 

Did he not retain his own notebooks for seven years after the 
expeditions made under him? 

What kind of Assyrian or Babylonian texts is he himself 
able to read, and then present for his inspection the tablets, about a 
dozen in number, found by the Fourth Expedition, which will be at 
hand to be shown to him. 

In reference to the ownership of certain objects, what information 
did he possess which led him to question the ownership of any 
which Prof. Hilprecht claimed as his personal property, and did he not 
know that all tablets from Nippur, given away by the Sultan since 
1893, were presented to Prof. Hilprecht? 

Ask him to state the grounds of his assertion that all the objects 
now possessed by the University, found in the early expeditions, were 
donated to him personally. Upon call being made upon Prof. Hilprecht, 
he will produce copies of documents in the Department of State 
relating to the gift of these objects. 

Returning to Docimaent V: 

In what respect has proper control not been exercised over the 
important finds from Nippur? 

What is the question of architectural work and the plans prepared 
by the architects of the last expedition? 

(Really unintelligible to Prof. Hilprecht.) 

What was the interesting object he saw which was the personal 
property of Prof. Hilprecht? Was it the same or a different object, 
beldnging to Dr. H&precht, which a scholar was prevented from 
examining and studying? 

Query: ^s not his modesty in not mentioning the gift of all the 
tablets to him personally somewhat overdrawn, and may not the 
declarations of the Turkish authorities (if made) of the gift to him been 
merely examples of Oriental diplomacy to govern Dr. Peters' conversa- 
tion, in view of the certainty that the gift was to the University? 

As to Prince, Lau, Jastrow and Ranke, and any other witnesses 
appearing, it is suggested that it be first developed whether and to what 

6 
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the burden of proof lies, of course, with Dr. Hilprecht. If he has an}' 
grounds for supposing the Khabaza tablet to have come from Nippur, 
he should have presented them. He refers to "the secret excavations 
of the Arabs at Nippur prior to our expeditions,'' and I am informed 
that he stated before the American Philosophical Society that there 
were in the Berlin Museimi tablets from Nippur which had been 
acquired before we commenced to excavate. Prof. Prince and I 
visited the Berlin Musemn in 1888 on our way to Nippur. Special 
orders were issued to place at our disposal all information and to show 
us all objects. Under such circumstances it is to be supposed that if 
there had been anything at Berlin from Nippur we should have seen 
it, but we found nothing. To confirm my own information I addressed 
a note to the authorities of the Museum. Yesterday I received an 
answer to the effect that there are in Berlin no tablets from Nippur 
acquired prior to 1889. 

The Lushtamar tablet Dr. Hilprecht now states that he bought 
from one of our Arab workmen on the day that he left Nippur. It is 
needless to point out that this is a dishonest and treacherous act of which 
he accuses himself. I am glad to say that I do believe his statement. 
If it were true, however, it would give no evidence that the tablet was 
found where he asserts it to have been found. It is probably easy 
enough to settle the question of this tablet. It is to be assumed that 
the document within will give information as to the place of its origin. 
There can be no reason why it should not be opened now, or in fact 
why it has not already been opened and examined. According to 
Dr. Hilprecht's statements, contained in his own publications, it was 
intended to open it, and nothing but the lack of time prevented him 
from opening and examining it at the date of publication of his book. 
The failure to open this tablet can only be regarded as evasion and 
concealment. 

Not a single one of the eight objects of which fac-similes, that is, 
photographic reproductions, are given in Dr. Hilprecht's description of 
the two sections of the "older library" found by Dr. Haynes in 1900 
was actually dug out at that time, and it is not certain that any of 
them even came from the southeastern or "tablet" mound. 

Besides this "older library," which Dr. Hilprecht claims was 
partially excavated in 1900, there was also, according to him, a later, 
"library," occupying the same site, but at a higher level. Soon after 
his arrival at Nippiu* in 1900, an important jar in terra cotta was 
unearthed, he says (p. 516), "in the upper strata of the southwestern 
wing of the library," containing "about twenty inscribed objects, 
mostly clay tablets, which constituted a veritable small Babylonian 
museum, the earliest of its kind known to us." The statement which 
he has here made with regard to this jar was questioned by me in my 
letter of January 11, 1905, to which Dr. Hilprecht refers on p. 9 of his 
statement. Among the twenty inscribed objects, mostly clay tablets, 
in this jar, there was, according to him, a large fragment of a clay 
tablet containing a plan of Nippur and its environments, which is 
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reproduced on p. 518 and described on p. 519 of "The Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania/' The architect of the 
expedition, in a written statement, has declared that this plan was 
given to him by Dr. Haynes to clean and draw about October of 1899, 
several months before the date at which Dr. Hilprecht states that it 
was discovered. As there was no digging at that time on the tablet 
hill, it could not have come from there. Mrs. Haynes, who kept a 
notebook of events and objects found, knows nothing of such a jar as 
Dr. Hilprecht describes, nor does the architect of the expedition. 
Two jars were, according to Mrs. Haynes^ discovered, one on the day 
that Dr. Hilprecht came, to which in his statement he says that he 
refers on p. 513 of his book. This was found in the Shatt-en-Nil, lying 
on its side, and contained seven small clay tablets. Another sealed 
jar was found some time earlier on one of the outlying mounds, though 
not opened until after Dr. Hilprecht's arrival. It contained nine 
tablets and one small vase. 

In cross-examination Dr. Hilprecht's attorney* urged that I was 
trying to throw discredit on the existence of a library at Nippur, and 
the possession by the University Museum of valuable tablets from that 
library. It is the facts to which I have called your attention, and even 
those which Dr. Hilprecht himself admits, with regard to the publica- 
tion in his writings of tablets illustrating the contents of this library, 
leaving out of sight the additional statements which I have here made 
with regard to the jars, which discredit the statements made by him 
with regard to that "library.'' As I said in my statement, such an 
exhibit of course raises the gravest doubts with regard to the whole 
question of the Temple Library. If there be such a library, why were 
not specimens which were dug up from Nippur in that library published, 
instead of tablets purchased or found ten or eleven years before the 
library was unearthed? How does it happen that tablets not found in 
that library should have been published as specimens from the library? 
No satisfactory answer has been given to these questions. 

To my next suggestion, that it is desirable to ascertain and make 
clear where the 23,000 or, as it is elsewhere described, 24,000 tablets of 
the " older library" are at the present moment, there is also no satisfac- 
tory answer. Putting together Dr. Hilprecht's account, contained on p. 
509ff . of his book, and the statements of those who were on the grounds, 
it would appear that Dr. Haynes kept no satisfactory record of the 
place in which tablets were dug up, and packed them without labeling; 
that tablets from various places were packed in one and the same box, 
without marks to indicate the fact that they came from different places ; 
that the tablets of the "library" find had all been packed, with the 
exception of a very few specimens, before Dr. Hilprecht's arrival on the 
ground; that they were not unpacked by him, and that no effort was 
made by him to distribute them according to their actual localities and 
label them accordingly. It would have been difficult, perhaps impos- 
sible, to have done this. At all events the tablets as sent to Constan- 
tinople had no marks which would enable any one to determine the 
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exact place from which they came. There were doubtless many 
valuable tablets found. But how is it possible to say in precisely what 
rooms or even at what strata these tablets were found? So far as the 
tablets themselves contain the material for the purpose, they may be 
dated, but that does not show the position or even locality at which the 
tablets were discovered. To submit a number of tablets and say that 
they came from the ^'Temple Library" is not an answer to the questions 
that have been raised, nor an evidence of the existence of such a 
library as Dr. Hilprecht described. 

On p. 14 of his statement, Dr. Hilprecht refers to "the question 
of ownership of certain objects." In this section, on p. 15, Dr. Hil- 
precht says, "I deny the correctness of the assertion by Dr. Peters that 
'The same was true of all objects found in the first two years. Tech- 
nically and formally all were donated to me personally.'" On what 
ground he denies this statement is not clear. I can only reiterate that 
this was actually the form in which the donations of objects were 
made to me at the close of the second campaign, namely, as personal 
gifts, and that, further, the Director of the Museum said to me that 
these objects were not meant for the University, but for me as a 
special gift. As I have already stated, it would have been improper 
and morally impossible to accept them in this manner, and I therefore 
turned them over to the University, without even making mention of 
the method of donation. As Dr. Hilprecht has devoted some space to 
this topic, I would say that his explanation does not account for an 
object to which I alluded, which came from the finds of 1893-96, labeled 
as Dr. Hilprecht's personal property, and stated by the Curator to 
have been so labeled because it was retained by him from the objects 
presented to him personally by the Sultan from the Nippur finds. In 
a statement in writing by the architect of the expedition reference is 
also made to the head of a Markhur goat, pictured on p. 540 of the 
Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania. Incident- 
ally it may be added that in the description of this head of a Markhur 
goat, contained on p. 539, there is the same sort of misleading, and 
apparently intentionally misleading, statement with regard to the 
origin of the object which I have noted in regard to the '* library'' 
discoveries at Nippur. It is spoken of as "excavated at Fara," in 
connection with the account of Dr. Hilprecht's trip to Abu Hatab and 
Fara, in such a manner as to cause the reader to suppose that Dr. 
Hilprecht excavated it, whereas, according to the statement of mem- 
bers of the expedition, it was bought at Nippur before that trip by 
natives who claimed to have found it at Abu Hatab or Fara. 

(Signed) John P. Peters. 

April 18, 1905. 

* [In the foregoing " Memorandum " Dr. Peters uses the expressions , 
"Dr. Hilprecht's counsel, in cross-questioning," and "In cross-exami- 
nation Dr. Hilprecht's attorney," evidently referring to J. Levering 
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Jones, Esquire, a member of the Committee of the Board of Trustees, 
who examined him at the session of April 15, 1905. 

It seems necessary that I here state that Mr. Jones at no time 
before, during or since this investigation has been my counsel or 
attorney. — H. V. Hilprecht.] 



[CONTINUATION OF PROCEEDINGS OF SESSION OF COM- 
MITTEE HELD ON APRIL 15, 1905.] 

Prof. J. D. Prince, by invitation of the Committee, stated as 
follows : 

I have very little to say. Simply to confirm the statement I made 
in my letter with regard to the Lushtamar tablet and the Khabaza 
tablet, and as I understand that Dr. Hilprecht does not call that in 
question at all, I need hardly allude to it. 

I will make one suggestion. Dr. Lau and myself came down here 
and examined those two tablets. I examined the Lushtamar because 
it belongs to the collection w^hich I had given to the University, and 
Dr. Lau examined. the other one, the so-called Khabaza tablet. I 
would suggest that since the Lushtamar tablet seems to be the stirrm 
centre of this transaction, and as long as it could be opened — I think 
I could show the Committee how it could be opened without the 
slightest difficulty or injury to the tablet, and then put together again 
in such a way that no one would know it — I would suggest that this be 
done. I think it is quite possible it would throw some light on the 
question. Then there is only one other point I want to refer to, and 
that is with regard to this statement of Dr. Peters about the Temple 
Library. I must confirm Dr. Peters' opinion in that. I have read 
Prof. Hilprecht's book with great care, and also his lectures, and in 
order to put the matter to the test I have asked a number of persons, 
who are outsiders and who know nothing about this controversy, to 
read them, and have asked them what they thought, without giving 
them any direct indication of what I desired to know. They have all 
been of one opinion, the same opinion as Dr. Peters has stated, and I 
am of that same opinion. 

Mr. Jones : From your personal experience with these expeditions 
are you in doubt of the existence of a Temple Library? 

A. I can hardly say. I am more in the dark about it. I have 
not had time to follow the question to the same extent Dr. Peters has. 
I do not think that the statements which Prof. Hilprecht has made 
indicate that a Temple Library exists. I do not doubt the possibility 
of there being a Temple Library. 

Q. You have not examined any of the tablets which have been 
marked and classified in the University, obtained by the various 
expeditions, except these three? 

A. Two; the Lushtanlar and the Khabaza tablet. 
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Q. You found them in Dr. Hilprecht's handwriting marked and 
labeled? 

A. I do not know that it is in his writing, as I am not familiar 
with it, but they were labeled correctly, with one exception : they had 
"D. J. P." instead of "J. D. P." 

Q. The transposition of the letter? 

A. Yes, sir ; to be precisely accurate. 

Q. Are you familiar with the Semitic languages? 

A. Yes, sir; I am Professor of Semitic Languages in Columbia. 
My specialty at the present time is a certain branch of Assyriology. 

Q. Do you read the Sumerian? 

A. I do. I am at the present time engaged in preparing a proto 
. . . .* introduction to Sumerian language. 

Q. Taking generally tablets from the Sumerian language, how 
many would you say could be read in a month? 

A. It depends entirely on their character. If they were bilingual 
tablets, as a great many of them are, with Semitic translation every 
other line on opposite sides, you could read quite a number of them, 
because the Semitic would give you the exact meaning of them. It is 
very difficult to read a unolingual tablet. 

Q. I refer to unolingual tablets. 

A. That would depend entirely upon the character, upon the 
nature of the inscription. If it was a hymn, it would be very difficult. 
I should hate to say how many I would undertake to read in a month. 
It would be in accordance with the number of lines. 

Q. It might take you a month to decipher one? 

A. It might take a month to decipher one. 

Mr. Harris: How comes it that some of them are bilingual? 
Why was it that they were placed there in two languages? 

A. I think the reason of that was, in the later times the Sumerian 
ceased to be a spoken or written or, in fact, even a language in use at 
all, except ritual, and it became necessary for the training of the priest- 
hood to give them a translation in their own language of those things, 
in very much the same manner as in Egypt. We have a parallel of 
that in Egypt in the Coptic language, where the Coptic language has to 
be learned by Arabic-speaking priests, and the texts are all bilingual. 

Mr. Jones : State whether, in excavations of the character of these 
in Nippur, it is not often found that tablets of an older period are found 
intact in the later periods of civihzation. That is, they have been 
simply preserved and carried forward from the lower strata of the older 
civilization to the buildings that represented a later civilization or 
period. 

Mr. Prince: Do you mean deliberately stored? I think I had 
better not answer that question, as I am not familiar at all with exca- 
vation work. 

* fBlajik in stenographic record.] 
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At the invitation of the Committee Dr. Lau stated : 

After having read the publication of Dr. Hilprecht, I was mider 
the impression that he meant that these very two tablets, especially 
the Khabaza and the Lushtamar, were specimens of the Temple 
Library find, and for that reason, when I was asked by Prof. Prince, I 
went to Philadelphia and I wanted to see those specimens of the 
Temple Library, and I was handed those two tablets, and was very 
much surprised when I read on the tablets that they were found a 
period of several years before the excavation took place. Whether 
my understanding is faulty, or whatever is the reason, I understood 
that in that book a statement is made that those two tablets were from 
the Temple Library. I cannot imderstand this statement differently 
yet to-day. 

Mr. Jones : You were not with any of the expeditions that went 
to Nippur? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You were connected with the Museum in the University of 
Pennsylvania? 

A. I have been a student here for two years under Prof. Hilprecht. 

Q. Did you help in the cataloguing or classifying? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What language did you learn under him? 

A. Assyrian and modern Babylonian and ancient Babylonian. 

Q. Sumerian? 

A. Yes, sir; the ancient Babylonian. 

Q. You have learned the Sumerian from him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You would be able to read Sumerian tablets? 

A. As a modern scholar can do, yes. 

Q. Is or is it not your opinion that there is a Temple Library? 

A. I was of the opinion after I read these statements made in 
that book, but when I saw those tablets I had no foundation for my 
belief. 

Q. You are not familiar with the tablets which have been classified • 
and catalogued in the University? You did not study any of them? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How did you learn Sumerian — from what examples? 

A. From the volume published by Prof. Hilprecht. 

Q. What is that entitled? 

A. " Old Babylonian Inscriptions.'' 

Q. You learned the language from the letters? 

A. From the reproduced characters, yes, sir. The second volume 
I studied too. 

Q. Can you tell what language is upon these specimens that are 
before me, one being the Multiplication Table referred to? 

A. I have not studied tbftt kind. I have not studied that specially. 

Q. You cannot tell? 

A. No, sir. ' " 
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Q. You could not read that? 

A. Many of these stones requu-e the use of a magnifying glass. 
It is impossible. I can read and translate it. I can see the signs. I 
would have to use a magnifying glass. 

Q. You are familiar with Dr. Hilprecht's handwriting? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The writing upon these, referring to the Astronomical Tablet, 
the Multiplication Table and the Lushtamar Letter, being brought here 
from the Museum, is in the handwriting of Dr. Hilprecht, is it not? 

A. As much as I remember from postal cards I have received a 
year ago from Prof. Hilprecht, I think it is. 

Q. Those labels correctly state, so far as you know, the circum- 
stance of acquisition, do they not? 

A. Yes, sir. That was why I wanted to read them again. After 
I had read the book I was under the impression there was a Temple 
Library, and when I came here and asked for these stones and found 
the time they were dated, I was shaken in my opinion. 

Q. So far as you know, then, there is not an error of statement in 
any record in the Museum of the University relating to the objects 
acquired, either by purchase or excavation or gift, by the various 
expeditions to Babylonia? 

A. I do not believe that misstatement was made here, but I say 
I was under the impression that misstatements were made in the book. 

Q. Apart from your criticism upon the objects to which you have 
alluded, you do not know in the literary work of Dr. Hilprecht any 
instance of what you would designate as scientific inaccuracy in 
statement of facts, do you? 

A. I would not call it inaccuracy of facts. I would only say that 
I could not help but being under the impression that Prof. Hilprecht 
wanted to state that these very stones were from the Temple Library. 
I cannot read anything else out of it, naturally. 

(Question repeated.) 

A. No; I do not know of anything else. 

Prof. Herman Ranke: I had been asked by the Provost in a 
letter whether I had any charges to bring against Dr. Hilprecht's 
integrity. In my answer, I said that to my knowledge Dr. Hilprecht's 
integrity never had been publicly questioned; that, however, under- 
standing that charges had been made against his scientific accuracy 
and his methods as a scholar, and that these charges were to be investi- 
gated by a specially called Committee of the Board of Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania, I had prepared a statement containing my 
opinion and knowledge concerning the contents of these charges,, and 
that, if desired, I was ready to place this statement in the hands of the 
Investigation Committee. I was asked to do so by telephone from 
Dr. Harrison's office on April 3, the understanding being that it would 
be submitted to Dr. Hilprecht the following day. On April 13, I 
received from the Provost a typewritten copy of Dr. Hilprecht's 
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answers bearing upon seven documents enumerated by him, my state- 
ment being among them. 

This answer of Dr. Hilprecht leaves the situation entirely un- 
changed. The charges of unscholarly conduct brought forth against 
him, and the earnest protest against his lack of accuracy in an official 
publication, he has not been able to refute or to disarm. 

The scientific reasons, given in my statement, which lead me to 
the conclusion (1) that there is no evidence whatever that the "Astro- 
nomical Tablet" came from Nippur, and (2) that the Lushtamar in all 
probabihty came from Sippar, have not even been touched upon. 

On the other hand, this very answer of Dr. Hilprecht's contains a 
number of new inaccuracies. 

Before I refer to these, I desire more emphatically to protest 
against the words ** miserable intrigue against the fair name and 
reputation of the University and against his honor," with what Dr. 
Hilprecht characterized the charge brought against him and the 
statements supporting these charges. I wish to repeat what I have 
said in my statement, that I have no personal feeling against Dr. 
Hilprecht; indeed, I am extremely sorry I have to appear here against 
a colleague; and that my motives when acting in the matter have been 
and are solely an unquenchable love for the truth and a sincere interest 
in the University, whose reputation, indeed, has been endangered, not 
by a miserable intrigue, but by questions which have been raised 
concerning the conduct of one of our Professors. 

Dr. Hilprecht in his answer admits that the "drawing of a Temple 
scholar," being the outhne of a bird (pictured on p. 59 of his German 
Lecture), is an incised stone fragment. It must be remembered that 
stone was very rare and therefore costly in Babylonia, and it is hardly 
probable that it was used for exercise of young scholars in free-hand 
drawing. This fact, that it is a stone fragment, has not been men- 
tioned in the German lecture. On the contrary, it is introduced there^ 
in such a way that the reader receives the impression that it must be 
a drawing on a clay tablet. Moreover, on p. 527 of his official report 
(Series D, Vol. I), Dr. Hilprecht, speaking exactly in the same con- 
nection of samples of free-hand drawing on imbaked clay tablets, 
mentions "one bird" which "was executed very poorly." Every 
reader who knows both books receives the impression that he refers 
there to the bird whose picture, in the same connection, is given in the 
German lecture. Now in his answer. Dr. Hilprecht says that the text 
on p. 527 " of his official report" does not describe this object at all. 

Does that mean that he speaks there of another sample of free- 
hand drawing, giving the picture of a poorly executed bird, this time 
on an unbaked clay tablet? If so, I respectfully ask Dr. Hilprecht to 
produce proofs for the existence of such a second bird. 

2. In his answer Dr. Hilprecht does not mention that the Lush- 
tamar Tablet was bought as part of a small collection of letters and 
contracts Which, as I have pointed out in my statement, partly came 
from the city of Sippar. Dr. Hilprecht says that this tablet was 
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bought by him on April 18, 1889; that, however, "he learned that it 
had been duly delivered, in accordance with the terms of its purchase 
by him," not before July 5 of the same year, which date the tablet, as 
well as the others belonging to that small collection, bears on its label 
in the University Museum. 

I respectfully request Dr. Hilprecht to produce the evidence for 
these assertions. As long as such evidence cannot be had, it must be 
emphasized again that the tablet must be opened and read by experts, 
in order to see whether or not its contents may give a decision in this 
question. 

3. Speaking of a jar, which was discovered in the afternoon of 
March 1, 1900, Dr. Hilprecht declares in his answer, incongruous with 
his printed statements of his official report, that the tablet containing 
a "map of Nippur was found in this jar, in the mounds of Tablet Hill." 

Against this it must be said that this map tablet was not found in 
Tablet Hill, nor was it found on the 1st of March, 1900. 

Mr. Clarence S. Fisher has knowledge of the facts, and, in addition, 
the diaries of Mrs. Haynes, the wife of the Nippur excavator, which are 
in this country, are said to contain the documental proof for these facts. 

4. Dr. Hilprecht says in his answer that he used the "Astro- 
nomical Tablets" as a specimen of the result of secret excavations at 
Nippur prior to the first expedition of the University, but he does not 
say a ward of that in his official report; indeed, I look in vain through 
his whole book for the mere mentioning of this interesting fact. On 
the contrary, he gives to the reader clearly the impression that it was 
dug up by the fourth expedition in Tablet Hill. His words are: 
(Dr. Ranke then read from pp. 529 and 530.) 

In this particular case I agree with the statement made by Dr. 
Peters. I mean to say, I have the same impression Dr. Peters said he 
had on reading the book. 

5. Dr. Hilprecht says in his answer that he used the Lushtamar 
tablet as a remarkable specimen of the results of the first expedition ; 
again not a word about this is said in his official report. On the con- 
trary, the reader receives the impression that it was dug up by the 
fourth expedition in Tablet Hill. His words are: (Dr. Ranke then 
read from p. 532 ["Explorations"] and p. 52 ["In the Temple of B^l"]). 

To be sure against these asserted inaccuracies Dr. Hilprecht says in 
his answer : "I have never at any time asserted, verbally or in writing, 
that either of these purchased tablets was unearthed by me or by any 
expedition of the University at Nippur or elsewhere, and I never 
intended by any publication of mine to even suggest such a claim" ; 
but why fight about words? If he has not asserted it or intended it, he 
certainly has inferred it by the way in which he introduced these tablets 
and has thus misled the reader. 

6. Dr. Hilprecht in his answer say^.that all his published writings 
on the Babylonian Expedition were composed while he was in Germany, 
without access to the tablets. This. statement is either absolutely 
wrong or an effort to mislead the Committee by using two different 
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titles for one and the same book. He has worked considerably during 
the autumn and winter of 1903* in Philadelphia on his book on "Ex- 
plorations in Bible Lands." I refer the Committee to Prof. Clay, Mr. 
Fisher, and Messrs. Holman as witnesses in this matter. It is true 
that this book was a private enterprise of Messrs. Holman, but it is 
equally true that Dr. Hilpreeht's part of this book, without any 
changes, was reprinted as Volume I of Series D of the Babylonian 
Expedition of the University, and therefore what applies to the one 
applies to the other. 

Dr. Hilprecht says in his answer that the publishers of the books, 
as well as the President of the Department of Archaeology of the 
University of Pennsylvania, required that the number of illustrations 
be limited and be confined, as far as possible, to those in the publication 
of earliest date, in order to reduce the expense of production. This 
again is incorrect. I can say, upon the authority of the Secretary of 
the Department, that neither the President of the Department nor 
any of the Department authorities knew anything of the projected 
publication of Series D, Vol. I, and that indeed they have never been 
consulted concerning the number of reproductions to be used in this 
book. (I learned this from the Secretary of the Department, whom 
I asked for information.) I may add here that this first oflScial 
report of the history and results of the Babylonian Expedition of the 
University of Pennsylvania was first published as part of a private 
enterprise. (Where Dr. Hilprecht says in his Preface to the oflScial 
report that this was sold in seven editions during the course of the 
firat year, he seems to mean by this that 7,000 copies had been sold of 
the two editions, each of five thousand copies. This way of counting 
editions is a little strange, as, for example, the Evening Bvlletin of this 
city, thus counting, would have 225 editions of each evening paper.) 
Only later it was reprinted as Vol. I of Series D of the publications of 
the Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania. 

Dr. Hilprecht says in his answer that he accepted only twelve 
tablets and a fragmentary boundary stone as souvenirs of his Work in 
Constantinople, and gives the reader the impression that these are the 
only objects dug up or acquired by the expedition which he owns 
now as personal property. To this it must be said that the word 
"fragmentary" is misleading. The boundary stone referred to is one 
of the most beautiful and best preserved ones that ever has been 
found in Babylonia, and would form a choice specimen in a Museum. 
In fact, it is the finest inscribed object excavated at Nippm-. The 
inscription and astronomical figures on it are almost entirely preserved, 
and only a small piece is chipped off at the bottom. Furthermore, he 
does not mention the two gazelle heads acquired at Nippur (although 
the reader of Dr. Hilprecht's official report on p. 539 receives the 
impression that they were found by Dr. Hilprecht on his Easter trip to 
Fara), which, again, are among the most beautiful and most valuable 

♦[Evidently mistake for ''1902." I left for Constantinople Dec. 15, 
1902.— H. V. H.] 
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of all objects ever found in Babylonia, and which are now in his pos- 
session in Jena, Germany. 

Dr. Hilprecht says in his answer that, among others, Prof. Clay has 
consented to edit volumes dealing with tablets from the Temple Library 
at Nippur. It must remain with Prof. Clay to explain how far this is 
true. I desire, however, here to state that the original title of Prof. 
Clay's book did not contain the Temple Library (on the announcement 
of the volume in 1901), and that they have been inserted only and since 
the present controversy had arisen. In fact, in the Preface of my 
recently published book, ** Early Babylonian Personal Names," Prof. 
Clay's book had been quoted under the original title up to the last 
page proof. After I had seen these last page proofs. Dr. Hilprecht 
changed the title referred to, without my knowledge, so that when 
opening my book for the first time, I was surprised to find myself 
announcing Dr. Hilprecht's Temple Library in my own Preface a 
Temple Library which to my mind is still an improven hypothesis, 
and to which even after its existence should be established, according 
to my firm conviction, the tablets to be published in Prof. Clay-s 
Cassite volume cannot be addicted. 

In conclusion, I can only say that all these inaccuracies and mis- 
leading statements, not only in Dr. Hilprecht's answers to our state- 
ments but also in his official publication, being facts, this first official 
report of the history and results of the Babylonian Expedition of the 
University of Pennsylvania, written by their scientific director, must 
be designated as untrustworthy and not to be used for reliable informa- 
tion by the learned public. Dr. Hilprecht's credit and authority, as a 
scholar has been irreparably damaged by the inaccuracy of his pub- 
lished utterances and the looseness of his methods as exemplified in 
that work, and scholars will in the future in all single instances con- 
cerning the history and results of the University's Babylonian Expedi- 
tions have to look for corroboration from other quarters, before they 
can be sm-e whether the statements contained in the official report of the 
University of Pennsylvania represent facts or are the result of what has 
been called a "vivid imagination." 

The credit of a scholar is as sensitive and delicate as the credit of a 
bank official, and the whole structure of modern science is based upon 
the credit of its representatives, just as the structure of the financial 
world is based on credit. 

Mr. Jones : I want to go at once to the concluding passages upon 
the integrity of literary work, and I want to ask you to turn to your 
first paper sent to the Committee. Have you got it before you? 

A. I have not. 

Q. I will read the language to you that I wish to refer to> and then 
hand you the paper [cf . p. 29, above]. 

Starting on the fourth line you say: "The chief inaccuracy of 
which Dr. Hilprecht stands accused consists in the fact that in the 
official publication of the history and results of the Babylonian Expedi- 
tion of the University of Pennsylvania he has q^uoted as being dug up 
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A. Do you mean to say in scientific opinion? 

Q. Yes. 

A. I am not ready to say that now. If I remember aright, there 
are some points he and I differ on ; yes, sir. 

Q. They are questions of scientific conclusion? 

A. Yes, sir; scientific conclusion. 

Q. And not questions of fact? 

A. So far as I remember now, no, sir. 

Q. Are you at all familiar with all of the personal objects that 
were excavated at Fara and were acquired ? 

A. Do you mean whether I have seen them? 

Q. Were you familiar with all that were acquired there? 

A. Do you mean whether I have seen them? 

Q. Yes. 

A. No ; I have seen only one or two of them. I forget. 

Q. State what Oriental languages you are familiar with. 

A. I have studied especially Hebrew, Babylonian, Assyrian, 
including the Sumerian Babylonian, and I have studied some Arabic. 

Q. Do you read the Sumerian? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you tell me what language is upon the Multiplication 
Table that has been referred to here and what is stated thereon? 

A. So far as I can see hurriedly, it seems to contain only numbers. 
Of coiu'se, I would have to take some time to look at it. 

Q. How long have you studied Sumerian? 

A. I have studied Sumerian in Munich under Prof. Hommel, I 
think, two or three semesters. 

Q. That is how long? 

A. A year and a half. I have continued my Sumerian studies 
partly under Dr. Hilprecht at the University, when I came, and partly 
private. 

Q. Do you not regard him as one of the masters of Sumerian?" 
You have studied under him. 

A. I do not think there is any master of the Sumerian yet m 
existence. We are trying to get at this language. 

Q. He has been yom* tutor? ; 

A. He has been my tutor. ' 

Q. How long would it take you to translate a Sumerian tablet, 
taking an average Sumerian tablet? 

A. That depends on how many semesters you have studied 
Sumerian — ^how long a time you have devoted to your Sumerian. 

Q. It might take a month to decipher one? 

A. I cannot say anything about it. If it is very badly damaged 
and the signs very unclear, you have to look at a sign three or four 
times before you can tell. It might take very long. 

Q. It would take a year to decipher five hundred or a thousand ? 

A. I don't know. I have had no experience in that. I cannot 
tell. 
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Q. It is difficult, however, generally to decipher them? 

A. Assyriological decipherment, I think, can properly be called 
difficult, and Sumerian comes under this head. 

Q. And the process of translation must be a very slow one in a 
large collection of tablets? 

A. That depends entirely on how much experience you have in 
the field — ^how much you have done before. If it takes you, for instance , 
a certain time to translate a certain number of tablets, and you go on 
and translate the same kind of objects afterw^ards^ you will do it 
quicker the more experience you have in it. 

Q. You have never translated from the original Sumerian tablets, 
have you? 

A. I have once had a Sumerian tablet sent to me by a gentleman 
in Boston, whose private property it was, a tablet coming from the 
excavation at Sippar and *Abu-Habba, and he asked me to translate it 
for him, and that was the only time I had a chance to translate intof 
a Sumerian tablet. This tablet I had been working on for the last two 
years. Parts of the inscriptions are in Sumerian. So I am more or 
less familiar with the work. Those tablets are in Assyrian Babylonian, 
but containing parts in Sumerian. 

Q. They are not purely Sumerian? 

A. No, sir; they are not purely Sumerian. 

Q. Then, apart from the experience you speak of with the 
one tablet, you have not translated tablets purely in the Sumerian 
language? 

A. Not in the original. I have read from publications — ^pub- 
lished ones, but not originals. 

Q. You have no personal knowledge of the circumstances attend- 
ing the acquisition of any of these collections? 

A. I have entirely to rely on what I am told by others. 

On motion adjourned. 



IN RE PETERS-HILPRECHT CONTROVERSY. 

Wednesday, April 19, 1905, 2 P.M. 
Present: The Committee and parties. 

Provost Harrison : This meeting has been called unexpectedly 
at this time on account of a note received from Prof. Jastrow, dated 
No. 248 South 23d Street, Saturday, April 15, as follows: 

^^Dear Provost Harrison: — ^As I sail for Europe on April 22 (next 
Saturday), I beg to express the hope that the next meeting of your 
Conmiittee, at which I am to make my reply to Prof. Hilprecht's state- 

* [Evidently mistake for "or.*' 1 

t [Evidently mistake. Omit "into."] 
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ment, and to give such information as lies in my power, be called at 
the earliest possible moment. 

"Very truly yours, 

(Signed) ^* Morris Jastrow, Jr/' 

Two members of the Committee, Mr. Houston and Mr. Harris, are 
out of Philadelphia, but the majority of the Commitee is present, and 
therefore we will proceed. 

Before calling upon Prof. Jastrow, I would like to ask Dr. Ranke 
one or two questions. I want to say, in the first place, that I have not 
received from Mr. Guilbert, the official stenographer, who was present 
at the last meeting, the record of the proceedings of the last meeting, 
and therefore I have not your statement, either in manuscript or type- 
written. I have only my recollection of it, and therefore must ask a 
question or two from recollection of your statement. 

Herman Ranke recalled. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. As I imderstood, part of your statement made the charge that 
one or more objects which belonged to the University — I think you 
instanced a stag's head, which you said was in Prof. Hilprecht's home 
at Jena — ^were not in possession of the University, but were in Dr. Hil- 
precht's possession. I want you to specify, if you will be good enough 
to do so, just the articles which you believe to be the property of the 
University of Pennsylvania which are not in possession of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania, but are in Dr. Hilprecht's possession. 

A. If I remember correctly, Mr. Provost, I said in one of the nine 
points which I gave as answer to Dr. Hilprecht's statement, answering 
our critical statements, that I found inaccuracy in the fact that when 
speaking of the objects found or acquired during the expeditions of the 
TJniversity of Pennsylvania which were given to Dr. Hilprecht per- 
sonally, or which Dr. Hilprecht now has in his private property, there 
were mentioned only twelve tablets and a boundary stone, and I said 
there were not mentioned two gazelle heads which had been bought 
at Nippur during the fourth expedition, and which are now in Dr. 
Hilprecht's possession. 

Q. Did you intend by that statement in the ninth point to draw 
the inference that the two gazelle heads which were bought at Nippur 
belonged to the University of Pennsylvania, but were retained by Dr. 
Hilprecht as his property and not turned over to the University of 
Pennsylvania? 

A. Do you ask whether I want to make this inference? 

Q. Yes, whether that is the inference you wish to draw from 
your ninth point. 

A. This was not the ninth point. 

Q. Whatever point it was. 

A. I wanted to say this : That those two heads were not men- 
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tioned in Dr. Hilprecht's account of the objects or antiquities which 
belonged to him personally and which were found or acquired during^ 
expeditions at Nippur ; and if you wish , I wanted to convey the idea that 
according to what I understand from the usual custom concerning 
antiquities being found or acquired during an expedition, I should 
suppose those two heads belonged to the University. 

Q. The inference then which you sought to place in the minds 
of the Committee would be that Dr. Hilprecht was in the improper 
possession of those two gazelle heads? 

A. I would say that it would be of interest for the Committee to 
find out exactly how it was— whether it was, as you say, improperly 
in his possession, or whether, for some reason which is unknown to 
me, it was properly in his possession. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Doctor, I would like to ask you one or two questions about the 
gazelle heads or stag heads, as you call them. Were those two stag 
heads ever in the possession of the University, to yoiu* knowledge? 

A. I can say only what I have just said. That, according to my 
conception of the usual custom, I should think they belonged to the 
University, because they were acquired at the fourth expedition. 
That is all I know about it. 

Q. Have you seen them to handle them, or to see them with the 
eye? 

A. I have seen — I forget whether I have seen one or two of them. 

Q. Where? 

A. At Jena. 

Q. You did not see them in the University? 

A. In the Museum, no. 

Q. Do you know whether they were excavated at Nippur or not? 

A. I have all reasons to suppose they were not excavated at 
Nippur. 

Q. How were they acquired by Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. I don't think that any record is in Dr. Hilprecht's book con- 
cerning the way of acquiring them. 

Q. Do you not understand that they were obtained from excava- 
tions made by Dr. Hilprecht at Fara? 

A. If I remember right, those are the words which Dr. Hilprecht 
used at the previous Committee hearing. 

Q. Those excavations were made by him personally, or by friends 
of his, the University taking no part in the explorations, as far as you 
know. Isn't that so? 

A. I don't know whether the excavations were made personally 
by him, or whether they were made by friends of his. 

Q. You don't know that they were made by the University, do 
you, and paid for? 

A. If I remember right. Dr. Hilprecht said at the previous 
meeting in this room that they were made by men in his employ at the 
fourth expedition. 



Digitized 



by Google 



93 

Q. In his personal employment? 

A. I didn't understand that. 

Q. Did you understand that those excavations were made and 
paid for by the University — either from the words of Dr. Hilprecht 
-or otherwise? Have you any knowledge as to whether the University 
paid for those excavations? 

A. I have heard that the University of Pennsylvania paid for 
these heads, yes. 

Q. Can that witness be produced? 

A. Not at present. 

Q. You know of no record in any of the expeditions that sjiows 
that the University paid for those excavations, do you? 

A. I know that records of these purchases, and so forth, made 
•during the fourth expedition, were made in Nippur by different persons, 
and I should think the facts about it would be filed in those records. 

Q. I am speaking of these gazelle heads obtained at Fara, not of 
the Nippur excavations. Can you tell me of any record in the Uni- 
versity or in the expeditions to Nippur which show that the excava- 
tions at Fara were. paid for by the University? 

A. Excavations at Fara? 

Q. Yes. 

A. You don't mean these two gazelle heads? 

Q. These gazelle heads were obtained at Fara, as I understand. 

A. I have reason to believe in the records made in Nippur during 
the fourth expedition by Mrs. Haynes, the Committee would find 
records whether they were paid by the expedition or not. 

Q. Do you know of the existence of any such records? Can you 
point to them? 

A. I know about them, so far as I took the word of somebody. 
I have not seen them. 

Q. And that witness cannot be produced? 

A. It can be produced, but not at present. 

Q. How soon? 

A. I have reason to suppose that this witness could be produced 
in the time of a week, perhaps earlier. 

Q. You have no knowledge on the subject except what you have 
been told? 

A. And excepting what is found in Dr. Hilprecht's book. 

Q. And what is there found in his book? 

A. In his book is found a record of his Easter trip to Fara, and a 
-description of some of the objects mentioned in connection with this 
trip. I would like to correct myself — I have knowledge, not only from 
his book, but knowledge from a book quoted in Dr. Hilprecht's book, 
on the page where the stag head is mentioned, or preceding page. 
That is the Verhandlungen der Berliner Anthropologischen Gesdlschafty 
published in Berlin, where Dr. Helm quotes as Dr. Hilprecht's words 
that those two heads were in his private possession. 

Q. Do you not know that at the time of the obtaining of the 
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heads the article referred to, and other articles from excavations at 
Fara, Dr. Hilprecht notified the Committee here of obtaining them, 
and stated that the work had been done with the funds of Mrs. Hil- 
precht and other friends and with the intention of presenting or 
depositing them with the University, but of that he would write or see 
the Committee afterward. Do you not know that the records show 
substantially what I have stated — the records of the Committee, don't 
they show substantially what I have said to you? 

A. What do you call the records of the Committee? 

Q. The Babylonian Committee. 

A. The records of the Babylonian Committee? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Are they published or accessible? 

Q. I don't know. Tliey are accessible to you. 

A. I don't think I have seen them, and unless my memory fails me 
entirely, I must say I don't know what you ask me. 

Q. The statement you make, which reflects on the integrity of Dr. 
Hilprecht, that he has in his possession two gazelle heads that are the 
property of the University, is founded entirely upon what you have 
been told ; is that so or not so? 

A. I don't think that it is so. It is founded partly on what I 
read in those two pubUcations referred to, and partly on what I know 
is the usual custom concerning antiquities being dug up or acquired 
during the expedition. 

Q. You would regard then that if Dr. Hilprecht purchased and 
paid for these with his own money, or with the money of Mrs. Hilprecht, 
that they would belong to the University; do you mean that? 

A. I should hardly think so. 

Q. If these then were purchased or obtained by the use of the 
money of Mrs. Hilprecht and Dr. Hilprecht's friends in the making of 
excavations and the discovery of them, with the authority in him by 
Mrs. Hilprecht and the friends furnishing the money to do what he 
pleased with them, would you say they still belonged to the University? 

A. I have to answer to this that the rule had been made during 
the fourth expedition that all objects brought to the camp for sale 
could not be bought by any person for his private possession, but only 
for the University which was conducting the excavations. 

Q. Were these brought to the camp for sale? 

A. I understood so. 

Q. You don't understand that they were obtained by a side 
expedition at Fara, through excavations made under the direction of 
Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Don't you understand that as a matter of fact the Committee 
was unwilling to give any funds for the making of that side explora- 
tion and excavation? 

A. I don't know anything about it. 

Q. Is there anything in the books that you spoke of as having 
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read, giving you information that indicates that Dr. Hilprecht obtained 
these for the University? 

A. Unless you would find an indication in the fact that in the list 
of illustrations it is said that the gazelle head is at the University 
Museum in Philadelphia, I can find none [cf . p. 265, below]. 

Q. These articles then, as far as you know, have never appeared 
in any of the records specifically designated in any way as belonging to 
the University? 

A. I can only give the same answer as I have given. 

Provost Harrison : The minutes of the Babylonian Conimittee 
were taken at the various meetings held at the office of Mr. E. W. 
Clark for many years. Mr. Clark died a few months ago, but I was a 
member of the Committee from its beginning. I have no doubt the 
Babylonian Conmiittee would allow you to see any of their minutes 
upon this point, if you desire to do so. They may be among the papers 
of Mr. Clark. I have not seen them since Mr. Clark's death. We will 
be very glad, in response to your note,* which I have received, to have 
Mrs. Haynes and the notebooks produced, if that can be within one 
week. 

Q. You have published but one archaeological volume, if I may so 
designate, up to this time? 

A. I have pubUshed a thesis, in Munich, besides the volume you 
refer to. 

Q. What is yom- age? 

A. I was born in 1878. I am not quite twenty-seven years of 
age. 

Q. The book published, what is the title of it? 

A. "Early Babylonian Personal Names from the published 
Documents of the so-called Hammurabi Dynasty." 

Q. That was pubhshed with Dr. Hilprecht as the editor of this 
series? 

A. This book was pubhshed with Dr. Hilprecht as the editor 
of this series. 

Q. A series of books being published by the University? 

A. Yes. 

Q. That and the thesis you wrote are the only two publications 
on archaeology which have been published by you? 

A. Yes, unless you want to include a short review which I wrote 
in one of the journals, but I don't think you refer to such pubHcations. 
That was a review of Prof. Clay's book, a volume that he published 
on the publishing of the University Series "A." 

Q. The editor of that book being also Dr. Hilprecht — that book of 
Prof. Qay's? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I understood that apart from the literary inaccuracies you 

* [This note was not placed on the Records of the Committee, and I have 
no knowledge of its contents. — H. V. H.] 
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refer to, you are unfamiliar with any other inaccuracies in any of Dr. 
Hilprecht's published books? 

A. What kind of inaccuracies do you mean? You don't mean 
mistakes or errors, which every scholar makes in any book he publishes? 

Q. I will say either in literary inaccuracies or mistakes from your 
standpoint? 

A. There are a number of errors in Dr. Hilprecht's former publica- 
tions which he has partly corrected in his later, which other scholars 
have corrected, and some others which he has not corrected yet. 

Q. Do you know of any he has not corrected or which have not 
been corrected? 

A. Any errors? 

Q. Yes. 

A. I do not at present. I cannot recall any. 

Q. Or literary inaccuracies? 

A. I cannot recall any at present. 



Statement of Mr. Clarence S. Fisher is now read by Dr. Ranke for 
Mr. Fisher. 

STATEMENT OF CLARENCE S. FISHER. 

Before entering upon a statement of the facts relating to the jar 
and to objects said to have come from the Temple Library, allow me to 
call the attention of the Committee to the following points : 

1. I was present at the excavation at Nippur from the last week 
in October, 1899, to May 11, 1900. 

2. Prof. Hilprecht did not arrive at Nippur until March 1, 1900^ 
and so was present at the scene of operations but ten weeks. 

3. I am therefore in a position to know with exactness of the 
objects mentioned in this statement. 

First. — ^The matter of the archaeological jar. 

Prof. Hilprecht now states, in his answer to the charges against 
him on this point, that there were two jars found, one the morning 
of the day he arrived and one on the afternoon of that day, March 1, 
1900. Neither Mr. Haynes, Mrs. Haynes, Mr. Geere nor myself have 
any record whatsoever of any such fact. Now Prof. Hilprecht arrived 
in the afternoon of March 1, 1900, and I can assert positively that he 
did not visit the excavations until the following morning, i.e., March 2. 
Therefore he can have no personal knowledge of anything found on the 
afternoon of March 1 which none of the other members of the expedi- 
tion knew of. 

Some weeks after his arrival a jar containing seven tablets was 
found on the inside of the city wall, about half a mile from the mound 
in which the disputed library was situated. This is the jar mentioned 
in Series D, Vol. 1, p. 488, and there described as the account books of a 
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shopkeeper; but I wish to state that when this jar was found Prof. 
Hilprecht told me that it was "a collection made by some one inter- 
ested in the subject." The germ of the archaeological collection was 
in his mind, but at this date (three weeks after his arrival) he appar- 
ently had not decided which jar to call by that specific title. 

But, further than this, I wish to assert that the fragmentary tablet 
illustrated on p. 518 (Series D, Vol. 1), and there called a "large frag- 
ment of a clay tablet containing the plan of Nippur and its environ- 
ments," and specifically and in unmistakable language described in 
the text on p. 518 as coming from a vase found in the upper strata of the 
library "soon after my arrival," did not come from the vase thus speci- 
fied, for the simple reason that I had the identical tablet here illus- 
trated in my bedroom at Nippur four months before the arrival of 
Prof. Hilprecht. Dr. Haynes had turned it over to me, with the request 
that I make a drawing of it. I found that the tablet would have to be 
thoroughly cleaned bdfore I could do this advantageously, and as I did 
not care to take the risk of doing this, I did not draw it but returned it 
to Dr. Haynes. I then understood that it had been found by Dr. 
Haynes before even / had reached Nippur, i.e., before the end of 
October, 1899. After I had thus returned it I never saw or heard of it 
again imtil I read of it in the volume in dispute as coming from a jar 
found after the arrival of Prof. Hilprecht, four months later. 

Second. — In Series D, Vol. 1, p. 527, there is a direct statement to 
the effect that a nimiber of figurines, reliefs, etc., were "discovered in 
the ruins of the Temple Library." Then in the very next sentence we 
read: "Apart from several new mythological representations of the 
earlier time, which need a fuller discussion in another place, I refer 
briefly to two fine identical reliefs of the later period, made from 
different moulds and exhibiting a hog.'^ This relief was found during 
the third campaign by Dr. Haynes. Now we did not reach the "ruins 
of the Temple Library" until the beginning of January, 1900, five years 
after Haynes had foimd this object. 

In order to avoid misunderstanding as to what can be meant by 
the term "ruins of the Temple Library," allow me to quote from the 
'* Standard Dictionary" the definition of the word "ruins" as applied 
to buildings such as the palace at Nineveh or to a Temple Library. 
It says that they are "the remains of a building so demolished or 
dilapidated as to be no longer habitable." 

The text then goes on to mention other objects from these "ruins." 
Among these are the "well-executed bas-relief which shows Beltis 
leading a worshipper," illustrated on p. 528. I affirm that I had this 
terra-cotta in my hands before the said "ruins" of the Temple Library 
were uncovered. In fact I made a drawing of it in November, 1899. 

The bas-reUef on p. 529, also included with the library finds, was 
likewise drawn by me in November, 1899, before these ruins were 
\mcovered. Both these drawings are herewith produced before this 
Committee, and I again declare that this sheet of drawings was made by 
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me at Nippur, both before the finding of the ruins of the Ubrary and 
before the arrival of Prof. Hilprecht. 

Third. — I beg to call the attention of this Conmiittee to a direct 
statement on p. 509, Series D, Vol. 1. Here Prof. Hilprecht has put on 
record, in evident disparagement of Dr. Haynes, the following: 
*'Haynes unfortunately seems to have taken no particular interest in 
the extensive buildings prior to my arrival, or in the precious docu- 
ments buried within them, beyond saving and counting them as they 

were gathered day by day Consequently our knowledge as 

to how and precisely where the tablets were found is extremely limited. 
As I must depend almost exclusively on Haynes' official entries and 
records, .... I deem it necessary to submit a specimen of my only 
written source of information for the time prior to my arrival, when 
most of the tablets were taken out of the ground*" The extracts then 
follow, and if they are given in their entirety show that no tablets found 
prior to Prof. Hilprecht's arrival can be identified with scientific 
accuracy with any stratum or room in this or any other moimd. I 
assert that all the tablets which were found in the rooms of the library 
now under discussion, or in the debris above or in these rooms, were 
boxed and sealed before the arrival of Prof. Hilprecht at Nippur, 
March 1, 1900. I except fifteen to twenty select specimens kept out 
by Dr. Haynes for Prof. Hilprecht's inspection. 

It therefore follows that not one tablet found by Dr. Haynes up to 
March 1, which as I have said covers the time in which these rooms- 
were cleared, can be stated absolutely to have come from any room or 
group of rooms specified in Series D, Vol. 1, as the "ruins" of the 
Temple Library. 

I have stated the above facts, which bear directly on the matters 
in controversy, as clearly as it is possible for me to do, so that I hope 
that further examination will be unnecessary. 

Clarence S. Fisher. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Mr. Fisher, I see that this drawing, which we might call marked 
No. 17, in the corner, is not dated? 

A. No. 

Q. Your statement as to the date of drawing it then is a matter 
of memory? 

A. In a way. I remember these things in a series. The first 
thing I made up the list, one, two, three, and so forth. 

Q. Are the others dated? 

A. Some of them are. I did not date them all. 

Q. Some are dated and some not? 

A. Yes, sir. None of these sheets were made later than March 1. 
I did not make any. I was w orking on large surveys then, and did not 
do any of these sketches after March of 1900. 

Q. That is your present memory, that you made none after 
March 1, 1900? 
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A. That I can be sure of. 

Q. How many sketches did you make? 

A. I think I made fifty-five or sixty sheets like that. 

Q. How long had you been working on the whole fifty sheets? 

A. I think about four months. 

Q. Did you say 1900 or 1905? 

A. It was our last year. 

Q. They were done during your last year there? 

A. Yes, sir. 
. Q. And were done in Nippur? 

A. Yes, sir. * 

Q. When did your excavations there terminate? 

A. Eleventh* month, 1900. 

Q. Referring to the archaeological jar that you spoke of, have you 
examined the notebook of Mr. Haynes upon the subject of the find? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Have you it with you? 

A. No, I haven't those notebooks at all. 

(Dr. Hilprecht produces book.) 

Q. What is the date? 

A. March 1. 

Q. What does the book state? 

A. (Dr. Ranke reads the following:) "Thursday, 1st March, 
19(X). Seven burned tablets found in a jar during the morning. They 
do not belong to the Library, as they were found along the bank of the 

.t These are put aside for Dr. Hilprecht to examine." 

Then follows, in red letters, "later, a collection of different epochs." Then 
follows, in black ink. "Early in the afternoon a telegram from [Blockey^ 
Hotz & Co.], dated Monday, the 26th, announcing Dr. Hilprecht's de- 
parture for Niffer, received. Two hours later. Dr. Hilprecht himself, 
with servant so and so, and three [zaptiehs], appeared at Castle in 
good health and spirits after a long voyage" — ^that is all March 1. 

Q. You speak of a jar with seven burned tablets, and you spoke 
of an additional memorandimi, something of a later period. Read 
what that says. 

Prof. Ranke: The later memorandum in red ink says, "later, a 
collection of different epochs." 

The Witness : That is the same jar. I know that. 

Prof. Ranke: It says, "Seven burned tablets." "These are put 
aside for Dr. Hilprecht to examine." 

Examination of Mr. Fisher resumed. 
By Mr. Jones : 

Q. I understand, then, that the specific reference to seven burned 
tablets found in the jar during the morning is by you, Mr. Fisher^ 

♦[Evidently mistake for "eleventh [day of the fifth] month" (May 11), cf. 
p. 96, above.— H. V. H.] 

t [Blank in stenographic record. Read *'8hatt en-Nil. "] 
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interpreted as meaning precisely the same objects as referred to in the 
subsequent language in red ink, ^4ater a collection of different epochs"? 

A. That is correct. 

Q. You would not think that it naturally, by the context, referred 
to a different coUectipn of tablets? 

A. No, I know from my own knowledge it was found there. 

Q. Do you mean to say you know that he wrote that in to convey 
the idea that it related to the same? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Why should he refer to it later as a collection of different 
epochs? 

A. " Later " means that he added it later — a collection of different 
epochs. 

Q. That language, in your judgment, relates to the first find? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And not to an additional find? 

A. No, Dr. Haynes was not able to read these things, and he 
would not have known anything about the different epochs. 

Q. Do I imderstand that you deny that there were two jars found 
on that day? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you make a record of everything that was found that day? 

A. No. 

Q. Did you make it, or did anyone make it? 

A. I suppose Dr. Haynes, having that in charge, it would have 
been his business to do that. 

Q. Any record beyond this that we have just read? 

A. That I don't know. I don't know how much of a record was 
kept. 

Q. You don't know whether there was any record kept, or not, 
of the findings of that day specifically? 

A. Not besides that. I don't know of any other. 

Q. Were the tablets that were excavated on different days 
marked as having been excavated on those days? 

A. No. 

Q. Was the location where tablets were found marked on each 
tablet? 

A. No. 

Q. You were not on the earlier expedition? 

A. Not the earlier expeditions ; just the last one. 

Q. You say that some weeks after the arrival the jar containing 
seven tablets was found inside the city wall. Have you any record of 
that, as to the date of the finding? 

A. Yes. I don't know the exact date. I know somewhere near 
it. I know it was about the middle of March. Nearer than that I 
could not say. 

Q. It is a matter of memory? 

A. It is a matter of memory. They did not start to excavate 
until along about the fourth or fifth of March. 
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Q. You remember now distinctly the language which Dr. Hil- 
precht used to refer to that jar, do you — "a collection made by some- 
one interested in the subject"? 

A. Yes, that is written in a document I prepared about three 
years ago for Dr. Hilprecht. In preparing this document that I pre- 
pared about three years ago, it is there written about expeditions along 
this particular city wall. 

Q. You quoted this, then, from what? 

A. From my own document. 

Q. From something you prepared for him? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And it has been published? 

A. No. 

Q. On p. 487 of Dr. Hilprecht's work, "Excavations in Assyria 
and Babylonia," I find this language : "As the northeast section of the 
outer wall confined a large open court, there was no difficulty in care- 
fully examining the whole structure by means of two long trenches 
following its course on either side. We soon found that originally a 
series of small rooms was built against the inner face of the rampart. 
Three of them open[ed] into a long corridor which ran along the wall (No. 
11). Two, exhibiting no entrance at all, seemed to have served as 
store-rooms, accessible only from above. Some could be identified 
only from insignificant traces, while still others had disappeared so 
completely that their former existence could only be inferred from 
certain indications in the soil. To the northwest of the five preserved 
chambers was a peculiar receptacle in the shape of a jar made of three 
different materials (No. 10). A round terra-cotta plate, thickly cov- 
ered with bitumen, represented the bottom. The lower part of its 
side consisted of bitumen, while the upper part was unbaked clay 
coated inside and outside with a thin layer of bitumen. Evidently 
this receptacle had been a kind of a safe inserted in the floor of a 
room, the walls of which had decayed long ago. The man who devised 
this unique specimen of a small "cistern" had probably intended to con- 
struct it entirely of bitumen on a foundation of terra-cotta, but find- 
ing that his material was not sufficient he substituted clay, and used 
only as much bitumen as was actually necessary to exclude the hu- 
midity from the interior of the vessel. The relative age and purpose 
of this vase could be determined by the aid of seven fragments of 
cuneiform tablets lying within it, and also of a few others picked 
up at about the same level in loose earth of the neighborhood." The 
jar you spoke of here, as found some time after the arrival of Dr. 
Hilprecht, isn't the jar that is described in the passage I have just 
read? 

A. That is the jar referred to. 

Q. Dr. Hilprecht, then, clearly distinguishes it from the other 
jar he refers to, doesn't he? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You stated that the fragmentary tablet illustrated on p. 518, 
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Series D, Volume 1, there called '4arge fragment of a clay tablet con- 
taining the plan of Nippm- and its environments/' did not come from, 
the vase found in the upper strata of the] library soon after Dr. Hil- 
precht's arrival. Do you know where it did come from? 

A. No, I do not. It was there before I arrived. It was one of the 
first things I saw when I came to Nippur. 

Q. Was there any mark on it — ^where it was found, or when it was 
found? 

A. No. 

Q. You are speaking now entirely from memory as to the order 
of events? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who did clean it so that the drawing of it could be made? 

A. I don't know anything about that. 

Q. It was not cleaned by you? 

A. No. 

Q. It was not cleaned by anyone you know of, so that this drawing 
could be made? 

A. No. The picture in the book was made from the object itself, 
before it was cleaned. 

Q. You are sure of that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who made it? 

A. Dr. Haynes made the photograph. 

Q. You don't know whether he did or not? 

A. Its negative is among his negatives, and is labeled as being his 
work. 

Q. Do you know when it was cleaned ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Is it over at the University? 

A. I have never seen it there. 

Q. You have no knowledge of the cleaning whatever? 

A. No. 

Q. When did you first see any reference to it, after the time you 
say you returned it because you could not draw it on account of its not 
being cleaned — ^when was the first time afterward that you saw or read 
anything in reference to it? 

A. This book, "Explorations in Bible Lands/' was the same as 
Series D, and published two or three years ago. 

Q. About two years afterward? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you call Dr. Hilprecht's attention at that time to the 
error? 

A. No. 

Q. You refer to Series D, Volume 1, p. 527, of Dr. Hilprecht's 
'^Explorations in Bible Lands," where the language of the book is as 
quoted by you, "Apart from several new mythological representations 
of the earlier time which need a thorough discussion in another place, 
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I refer briefly to two fine identical reliefs of the later period made from 
different moulds and exhibiting a hog." You then say, " This relief was 
f oimd during the third campaign by Dr. Haynes. Now we did not 
reach the ruins of the Temple Library until the beginning of January, 
1900, five years after Dr. Haynes had found this object.'' What 
knowledge have you of the finding of that relief? 

A. No knowledge at all. 

Q. Have you any record of where it was found, what part of 
Mppur? 

A. No. Those were illustrated in ^^olume IX, which came out 
in 1897 or 1898, somewhere along there. 

Q. Your declaration that they did not come from the Temple 
Library is therefore founded on such knowledge as you had that they 
had been obtained from Nippur prior to 1900? 

A. Yes. Their being published in ^^olume IX must establish 
that fact. 

Q. You would exclude them from the Temple Library because 
they had been found at Nippur before the fact of the Temple Library 
had been stated by Dr. Hilprecht — of the existence of one — is that it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. That is your sole reason for so declaring? 

A. Yes. They were not found in those rooms. I speak of the 
library as the rooms which were excavated. 

Q. You don't mean to say as an Assyriologist, that objects might 
not have been in a Temple Library of an ancient city — ^Assyrian city, 
three thousand years before this time, and yet have been carried by 
successive civihzations or races so that you would find it upon the 
siuface at present? 

A. That might very easily be ; yes. 

Q. What you say in reference to the opinion or declaration of 
Dr. iSlprecht as to the relief of a hog appUes to your criticism as to 
"the well-executed bas-reUef which shows Beltis leading a worshipper," 
the bas-reUef illustrated on p. 528, does it not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is, that that object was in existence as an object exca- 
vated from Nippur prior to this date, when Dr. Hilprecht came there 
in 1900? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You don't mean at all that they might not have been origin- 
ally part of a Temple Library? 

A. No, I do not. 

Q. And you also make the same statement in reference to the 
bas-reUef on p. 529, I presume, the illustration entitled "Lutanist 
surroimded by Animals"? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Can you teU me whether there is anything in these objects 
which indicates the period when they were probably produced? 

A. Lutanist appears to me to have been a later work, between 
300 and 200 B. C. 
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Q. That is your opinion? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the bas-reUef which shows " Beltis leading a Worshipper/' 
what period would you say that was? 

A. I think that would come about Babylonian time, about 1,0(X> 
to 2,000 B. C. 

Q. What would you say in reference to the relief exhibiting the 
hog? 

A. I should say it was about the same as the last one, at an older 
period. That was one of their symbols. 

Q. Have you any defined ideas as to the extent of the library 
mound? 

A. Do you mean as to the mass of the mound as it is now? 

Q. The area of it. 

A. I should think about nine or ten acres. 

Q. What part did you have in the excavations? 

A. I did some of the surve3dng, and I drew the plans of the 
building and ruins, maps, etc. 

Q. Do you read Sumerian? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you, from your knowledge of the excavations there, and 
their character passing under your scrutiny, believe there is or is not a 
Temple Library? 

A. I think there very likely will be a Temple Library. I think 
we have found part of it. 

Q. You have not assisted in the classifying and cataloguing of the 
different objects that have been brought from the excavations at 
Nippur, have you? 

A. No. 

Q. I understand from you that the tablets excavated by the 
expedition, you cannot tell by any marks upon them whether they 
were found in the lower or higher strata of the excavations? 

A. No. 

Q. Nor whether either of those were found* before Dr. Hilprecht 
came or afterward, as far as marks on them are concerned? 

A. The later ones, I should say, were all marked. 

Q. After Dr. Hilprecht reached there, they were all marked? 

A. Yes. 

Q. That is, the room designated from which they were taken or the 
portion of the excavations? 

A. I am not sure of the details. The notes have never been in the 
Museum. I have never seen the notes. 

Q. At the time they were excavated, there was care taken in 
designating the location after he arrived, the location where they 
were found? 

A. As far as I know, yes. 
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STATEMENT OF PROF. MORRIS JASTROW, JR. 

Dr. Hilprecht, at the close of his statement, characterizes the 
matter which your Committee has been appointed to investigate as a 
"miserable intrigue against the fair name and reputation of the Uni- 
versity," and against his honor. In view of this I deem it proper and 
necessary as a scholar, and more particularly as an alumnus of the 
University and as an official of almost twenty years' standing, who 
during this period has endeavored to conduct himself properly and 
who has tried to evidence his devotion to its interests, to give this 
Committee the solemn assurance that in taking my stand on the 
subject now before your Committee I am obeying the dictates of my 
conscience in recording my protest against the methods pursued by 
Dr. Hilprecht, and which I regard as unscholarly and unworthy. 

I wish more particularly to give you, Mr. Provost, as the honored 
head of this institution, the assurance that I am conscious of no other 
motives in voicing this protest than these two — the desire to maintain 
the high standard of accuracy, truthfulness and honesty that have 
always characterized American scholarship and an earnest zeal for 
the name of the University, which is unfortunately involved in the 
conduct of which, in my opinion. Dr. Hilprecht has been guilty. 

I have carefully read Prof. Hilprecht's reply to the statements that 
have been handed in to the Committee of Investigation, and find the 
situation entirely imchanged. 

The main issue, which is the method of representing tablets that 
were purchased as having been excavated by the University Expedi- 
tion, is only touched upon, as far as I can see, in a single underscored 
paragraph of Dr. Hilprecht's reply. It reads as follows: "/ Mve never 
at any time asserted, verbally or in writing, that either of these purchased 
tablets was unearthed by me or by any expedition at Nippur or elsewhere, 
and I never intended by any publication of mine to even suggest such a 
claimJ* In reply I beg merely to call attention once more to the 
wording in the three publications of Dr. Hilprecht in which the three 
tablets chiefly in question are referred to. In the official history of the 
expedition we read on p. 529, "During our latest campaign we struck 
principally the rooms in which the mathematical, astronomical (see p. 
530), astrological, [linguistic], grammatical and certain religious texts 
had been stored.'' This sentence is absolutely conclusive. When Dr. 
Hilprecht uses the words "during our latest campaign" and refers 
directly to the illustration on p. 530, which he entitles "astronomical 
tablet from the-Temple Library," there is only one interpretation pos- 
sible, namely, that the tablet was found in the course of the fourth 
expedition, that is, in January to March, 1900. 

In the English lecture, p. 113, speaking of the excavations at the 
Library, he says, "The last mentioned class of tablets (that is astro- 
nomical tablets) is well represented," and then refers to figure 46, which 
is again this same astronomical tablet. As to the Lushtamar tablet, 
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his statement is no less explicit, He says (p. 632), "A number of 
letters were found intact .... While writing these lines one of those 
ancient epistles of the time of Amraphel Ues unopened before me .... 
It bears the simple address, *to Lushtamar,'" etc., etc. 

In the German lecture, p. 62, as well as in the English translation, 
p. 114, the corroborative sentence, "Anew catastrophe befell Nippur 
before the letter could be sent ofif," is added. What possible meaning 
to any scholar could this sentence have unless it is assumed that the 
letter was actually found in situ — aright on the spot? If any doubt 
rests in the mind of the Committee as to the interpretation put upon 
Dr. Hilprecht's words by scholars, it is a very simple matter to write to 
Dr. Jeremias, of Leipzig, who reproduced the astronomical tablet as 
one found at Nippur in a recent publication of his. It requires, how- 
ever, no expert knowledge of Assyriology to reach the conclusion that 
Dr. Hilprecht indicated, as clearly as any language can do, that the 
two tablets in question were found in the course of the fourth expedi- 
tion at Nippur. There is no other interpretation to be put upon his 
words, and his words have been so interpreted by scholars whose 
verdict upon such a matter is final. 

As for the mathematical tablet purchased by Mr. Noorian, since 
the illustration appears in the German lecture, p. 60, side by side 
with the mathematical tablet excavated during the second campaign 
and occurring in connection with the description of two mathematical 
tablets from the Nippur Library, the conclusion was, as a matter of 
course, drawn that the Noorian tablet was likewise excavated. If one 
has an illustrated catalogue of the Paris Salon of 1900 in one's hands, 
one is certainly justified in concluding that the illustrations refer to 
pictures in the Salon of that year. 

Dr. Hilprecht in his reply admits that the drawing of a temple 
pupil as reproduced on p. 59 of the German lecture is incised on a stone 
fragment and not on a tablet. If the Committee will refer to the 
wording in the German lecture, it will again be clear that the only 
conclusion to be drawn from Dr. Hilprecht's words is that the drawing 
referred to by him occurs on a clay tablet. The passage reads in the 
English translation as follows (p. 112): "Instruction in drawing was 
likewise given. We have a whole series of tablets on which there are 
straight and oblique fines, zigzags, lattice-work and similar forms. 
Then they advanced to free-hand drawing from patterns or from 
nature, with sometimes rather amusing results— the German is ^schreck- 
liches^ — on the part of untalented pupils." In the German lecture 
there follows a reference to figure 41, which is the one in question. If 
this does not mean that the drawing appears on a tablet, Dr. Hilprecht 
has a most unfortunate method of expressing himself both in his native 
tongue as well as in English. There is absolutely only one interpreta- 
tion to be put upon his words by any unprejudiced reader. Dr. Hil- 
precht on p. 6 of his statement says that the object referred to on p. 527 
of the official history in the sentence, "one bird was executed very 
poorly," does not refer to the tablet pictures in the German lecture. It 
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requires only a fair-minded comparison between the somewhat longer 
passage in the book and the corresponding passage in the German and 
English editions of the lecture to see that he is speaking of the same 
object, and if he did not intend to convey this meaning he has succeeded 
in concealing his thought. Until, however, the other bird incised on 
a day tablet is placed before scholars, we are justified in maintaining 
s, skeptical attitude towards Dr. Hilprecht's latest assertion. 

That the three tablets above referred to are correctly labeled in the 
Museum has never been questioned, and the fact that they are so 
labeled merely proves that Dr. Hilprecht has not been guilty of chang- 
ing the labels — a charge that has never to my knowledge been made. 
The correctness, however, of the Museum labels makes the contradic- 
tion between the labels and the statements made about the tablets 
a,nd the drawing in the tln-ee publications referred to all the more 
glaring a;nd [the] method adopted all the more unjustifiable. And since 
Dr. Huprecht in his letter of April 6 dechnes to reply to the views and 
criticisms of his methods, it is unnecessary for me to enter any further 
into the discussion of the other points raised by my statement. Dr. 
Hilprecht offers no evidence whatsoever for assuming that the astro- 
nomical tablet came from the Nippur Library (as Uttle as for the 
mathematical tablet purchased by Mr. Noorian), and in the case of the 
Lushtamar tablet merely afl&rms his belief that because it was purchased 
from an Arab workman within a few miles of Nippur (he does not say 
how many) it must have come from the Temple Library. He offers 
no evidence in any of these cases from the character of the writing 
nor from the contents, and I regret exceedingly to be obliged to add 
that Dr. Hilprecht's mere statement that he bought the tablet on April 
18, 1889, not far from Nippur, cannot be regarded as conclusive by 
scholars unless corroborative testimony is furnished. Even then the 
main issue would be unchanged, since Dr. Hilprecht clearly represents 
this tablet as having been excavated by the University's fourth expedi- 
tion, and it is an unscholarly method to take the word of an Arab work- 
man and not even inform scholars in the ofiicial history that the tablet 
was bought. How, unless he has opened it, he can tell that it comes 
from the business and administrative department established in the 
library, I do not know. That it should be opened is the opinion of all 
scholars, and Dr. Hilprecht himself ought to have no objection to 
opening it, since in his lecture he merely states (p. 114; German lecture, 
p. 62) that he has not yet found time to do so. 

Nor does Dr. Hilprecht answer the objections in my statement 
against this unjustifiable use of the term "Temple Library" to include 
business records and school exercises. I am therefore justified in 
assuming, until my arguments are answered, that the points made by 
me are well taken, and I may therefore content myself with the fraiJk 
insistence upon the view that Dr. Hilprecht has himself to blame if by 
his conduct he has merited the forfeiture of the confidence and respect 
of his colleagues. 

Unfortunately, Dr. Hilprecht's method in reference to the Nippur 
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tablets is in keeping with a policy which he appears to have followed for 
a number of years, and were it not that the subject does not bear 
directly on the issue before this Committee, the proof for this assertion 
will be furnished . I may, however, be permitted to say here, as bearing 
directly on the subject, that in the official history of the excavation in 
which three purchased tablets are represented as having been excavated , 
and in which a drawing incised on a stone vase is represented as a school 
exercise on a tablet, the work done by Dr. Peters and Mr. Haynes is 
minimized and most unfairly presented. For this conduct Dr. Hil- 
precht was publicly taken to task at the meeting of the American 
Oriental Society held in Baltimore in 1903. The verdict of American 
scholars was voiced by Prof. George F. Moore, of Harvard University^ 
one of the most distinguished Semitic scholars on this or the other side 
of the Atlantic, who closed the discussion by saying, in reference to 
Dr. Hilprecht's work, that "it is a book no American can read without 
being ashamed" {The Nation, April 30, 1903). 

Again, I may be permitted to mention that in his various accounts 
of the finding of the "Library" prior to the appearance of the official 
history, Dr. Hilprecht gave the impression that he was present when 
the " Library" was discovered, whereas as a matter of fact the library 
was found in January, 1900, and by the time that he arrived in Nippur,, 
on March 1, all but a few of the tablets, according to Mr. Fisher, had 
been taken out and boxed. In the official history of the excavation 
Dr. Hilprecht himself confesses (p. 509) that "most of the tablets had 
been taken out of the ground before his arrival." Despite this, he 
writes a letter to Prof. Kittel, of Leipzig, dated March 26, 1900, from 
Nippur, and published in the Literarisches Centralblatty Nos. 19 and 20, 
1900, in which he gives a general survev of the contents of the 
"Library." 

The last official notice of the publications of the Babylonian Ex- 
pedition is likewise misleading, inasmuch as twenty-two volumes are 
announced, whereas only thirteen are indicated in the list. It is like- 
wise an unscholarly method to have Vol. 1 followed by Vol. IX, this 
by Vol. X, and to give to the fourth volume, which is the only one of 
those announced actually ready for the press, the number XXII. 
Moreover, in the earlier circular of pubhcations, issued in 1901, the 
same volume which in the last circular is Vol. XXI there appears as 
Vol. VI. I know of no parallel to such a method of publication in the 
case of a scientific series. 

The question whether a Temple Library has been found is second- 
ary to the main issue, and ought not to obscure the latter. Doubts in 
the minds of scholars have been raised solely because nothing has been 
published of this library since its discovery in 1900, because in no 
respect has Dr. Hilprecht made good his extraordinary claim of having 
made "one of the most far-reaching archaeological discoveries of the 
whole last century" (p. 508), because no evidence has been furnished 
that "twenty-three thousand literary cuneiform texts" (not business 
records) (English lecture, p. 80; German lecture, p. 17) have been 
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found, and above all because tablets have been represented as belong- 
ing to the library which were purchased and not excavated. In fact, 
out of four tablets specifically referred to in the official history of the 
expedition, and in the lecture, as coming from the ^'Library,'' three 
were purchased and not found by any University Expedition, whereas 
the fourth was excavated eleven years before the discovery of the 
'* Library" was announced. 

It now also appears that until very recently the boxes containing 
the results of the fourth expedition, during which the discovery of the 
"" Library" was announced, have not even been opened. Surely, under 
these circumstances there was nothing left for scholars to do but to 
raise the question whether a library has been found. Dr. Hilprecht in 
his statement now speaks of four hundred tablets, of which one hundred 
came from the fourth expedition. We know that tablets have been 
found in the fourth expedition in large numbers, but what scholars 
want is evidence that several thousand tablets of a distinctly literary 
character have been found before they will be justified in speaking of 
the discoveries at Nippur as a ** Temple Library." 

This issue, however, is the secondary one. The main issue, I 
repeat, is that the scientific director of the expedition, writing the 
official history of that expedition under the name of the University, 
has represented purchased tablets as the result of its finds without 
indicating in any way the real facts. To countenance such methods 
is to proclaim to the world that the University's publications are not to 
be looked to as sources of accurate information and cannot be used 
with safety as works of reference. 

Examined by Mr. Jones : 

Q. Prof. Jastrow, I want to ask you if you ascribe this astro- 
nomical tablet, which has been spoken of so frequently, to any period. 

A. I have never seen the tablet except through a glass case. 

Q. Could you by examination of it give any opinion? 

A. (Examining tablet.) I see there is no writing on one side at 
all, and on the other side there are a few characters. As far as I can 
judge they seem to be of no *Babylonian period. Beyond that it 
wo^d require a good deal of time to make anything out of them. 
From the few characters I do not think it would be safe to say any 
more than I have said in my paper, except approximately the age and 
whether it was Assyrian or Babylonian. 

Q. Can you tell me whether or not tablets of this specific character 
are foimd elsewhere than in Nippur? 

A. That tablet, so far as I can see and judge from the views of 
writers, is unique. I do not know of any other having a design of that 
kind, and therefore in the publication to which I called your attention, 
this book of Dr. Jeremias, published last year, this tablet is reproduced 
as an exceedingly important one. Its importance does not depend 

♦[Evidently a mistake of the stenographer for '*the Neo-".— II. V. U.] 
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upon where it is found. I have also referred to the fact that in a more 
recent publication of the same writer this important tablet is again 
reproduced and spoken of. 

Q. As far as you know, tablets of this character have been found 
elsewhere than in Nippur? 

A. I said that is the only tablet of that kind. 

Q. Unless the Temple Library exhibits others? 

A. I can only say that it is the only one I know of of that kind. 

Q. You have never asked, either in behalf of yourself or any one 
else, for any opportunity to examine the tablets alleged to have come 
from the Temple Library in the Museiun, have you? 

A. My statement is based entirely on the published remarks of 
Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. Do you know any one who has ever made request to examine 
any of these tablets? 

A. I know, as was stated here on Saturday, that Dr. Prince and 
Mr. Lau were over here to examine them. 

Q. Making any request? 

A. I did not know of any request. I would not be apt to know, 
I have no connection with the Museum. 

Q. You know of no instances where any one, within your knowl- 
edge, has been refused access to the treasures of the Museum, whether 
classified or unclassified ? 

A. I would not like to say that. I don't know. I have heard of 
some. 

Q. Could you tell me of them? 

A. I don't know whether I am under permission of the gentle- 
men in question to say that. 

Q. If there is any person that states that to you, we would be 
glad to hear his statement upon the point. 

A. I will bear that in mind and write to the gentleman I have in 
mind. 

Q. I presume you are familiar with Dr. Hilprecht's writings? 

A. Yes, I am familiar with them. 

Q. The only inaccuracies with which you are acquainted, literary 
inaccuracies, are those which you have indicated? 

A. No, I should not say that. 

Q. Have you any others? 

A. I have indicated that this whole presentation of Dr. Peters'" 
and Mr. Haynes' work was not fairly made, and I refer to the fact that 
a member of the Oriental Society and that no less than three scholars 
voice their opinion, the remarks of that scholar having been published 
afterward in a German publication, and I have seen in the German 
publications and elsewhere a great many statements referring to 
matters in Dr. Hilprecht's book which are open to criticism. 

Q. You have, however, stated the literary inaccuracies that have 
come to your attention? 

A. No, I do not think I have. 
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Q. Can you indicate any others to ns? 

A. I could not at this moment. I have no doubt I could indicate 
a great many by going through his book which would be likewise open 
to criticism. As to some of them there might be a difference of opinion. 
Some of them would be statements not as serious as any of these, but 
also of a character likely to mislead. 

Q. You don't recaQ any at the moment other than those stated 
by you? 

A. In comparing, for instance, some of his statements in his book 
with statements made elsewhere, for example, in the article I have here 
in the Sunday School Times, the variation in the two statements strikes 
one as very strange. I don't think they bear so directly on the subject, 
but if you wish to hear them I will read them. 

Q. Anything you have to state. 

A. For example, I refer in my statement to the fact that in his 
first letter to Prof. Kittel, dated from the moimds of Nippur, March 26, 
1900, he distinctly conveys the idea that he was present at Nippur 
during the time the excavations were conducted. 

Q. Won't you read the language? 

A. I have an extract of the translation — I haven't the book, and 
you will have to take my translation. On p. 508 of his work. " Excava- 
tions in Assyria and Babylonia" (Series D, Vol. I, of "Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania"), Dr. Hilprecht refers to 
his first communication in regard to the so-called Temple Library to 
Prof. Kittel, published in the Literarisches Centralblatt (1900, Nos. 19, 
20), and in the Sunday School Times of Philadelphia (May 5, 1900). 
The commimication of Prof. Kittel is headed "Latest Results of 
German Science in the Orient." It begins as follows (English transla- 
tion) : "I have recently received from the well-known Director of the 
Excavation of the University of Pennsylvania, our German country- 
man, Dr, Hilprecht, a long communication, which shows that this 
expedition also of the meritorious scholar, like his former ones, has 
been productive of extraordinary results, and promises still more 
astounding discoveries." It is evident from these words that Prof. 
Kittel has received the distinct impression that Dr. Hilprecht was the 
leader of various expeditions undertaken by the University of Pennsyl- 
vania. In the letter that follows there is not the sUghtest reference to 
Mr. Haynes, nor any indication that the so-called library was discovered 
before Dr. Hilprecht arrived at Nippur. The passage from Dr. Hil- 
precht's letter in regard to the so-called Ubrary reads as follows: "We 
have definitely found the Temple Lirbary, and in the very moimd which 

in 1889 I designated as the most probable place As I looked at 

the matter more closely I was struck with the characteristic absence of 
contracts and I could very soon determine that the great mass {grosse 
Mdsse) of this unique find (17,200 tablets) was of a lexicographical 
and linguistic character, and that it contained astronomical, mathe- 
matical and religious texts (hymns, prayers, etc.), letters, Temple 
accounts in large numbers {grosse Menge), whereby the character of a 
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Temple Library is fixed and assured." If astronomical texts were 
fomid in large numbers, why did Dr. Hilprecht confine himself to the 
illustration in three different publications of an astronomical tablet 
that was not found in 1900 but was purchased in 1889? If hymns, 
prayers, etc., were found, why did he not publish some of these, or at 
least give descriptions of them? The article in the Sunday School Times 
is Ukewise open to serious criticism. In the article, which I have here. 
Dr. Haynes is mentioned once as the one who took charge of the prac- 
tical management in the field. In the letter to Prof. Kittel, referred 
to above, Mr. Haynes' name never appears. In the Sunday School 
Times article, under the heading ''A Great Temple Library Discovered," 
not the slightest indication is given that the library was found and 
(according to Mr. Fisher) boxed up before Dr. Hilprecht arrived at 
Nippur. Moreover, the impression is given that Dr. Hilprecht arrived 
in Nippur early in February. He says: '^At the end of January I 
arrived in Babylonia. Owing to the extraordinary facilities and 
special favors with which the Imperial Ottoman Government in 
Constantinople had honored me, I made the trip from Bagdad to 
Hillah, as Sir Henry Layard once did, in one day. Two days later, 
after a brief visit to the German expedition at Babylon, and after 
crossing the Affej swamps in a native boat of bitumen, frequently 
■drenched to the skin by the pouring rains of the season, which made 
the sleeping quarters in the sefinah anything but enviable, I arrived at 
Nuffar, heartily welcomed by my associates, and nothing the worse 
ior my previous experience." Since no definite date of his arrival is 
indicated in this article, every reader would draw the conclusion that 
Dr. Hilprecht came to Nippur early in February, and it was not until 
his work, '^Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," appeared that 
scholars learned that he did not arrive until March 1, and, according 
to his own statement (p. 509) , ''most of the tablets were taken out of the 
ground prior to my arrival." According to Mr. Fisher, all had been 
taken out, and, as already indicated, the tablets had already been 
packed. In the Sunday School Times article, after the statement, "I 
arrived at Nuffar, heartily welcomed by my associates, and nothing 
the worse for my previous experience," then follows the account of the 
library with practically the same details ; not a word to indicate that 
he arrived March 1. Compare the passage in the Tmes about the 
quick trip from Bagdad to Hillah, and the arrival two days later at 
Nuffar, with p. 444 of the official history, which reads as follows: "By 
the middle of November, 1899, the scientific director had finished the 
organization of the Semitic section of the University Museum, so that 
he could leave for the East to join the other members of the expedition. 
But in consequence of considerable delays caused to the boats by 
storms in the Atlantic, by the discharge of a heavy cargo at the Somali 
coast, by quarantine in the Shatt el 'Arab for having touched at the 
plague-, cholera- and small-pox-stricken harbor of Maskat, and 
finally by the sudden rise of the. Tigris, he did not reach Nuffar before 
March 1, 1900." 
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When I read this article in the Sunday School Times, I received 
the impression, as every one did, that he must have been there early 
in February. Here everything seems to have caused delay, and he 
admits that he did not arrive until March 1. I could point out a 
number of such things and bring them before the Committee, if the 
Committee desire to hear it. That is the reason why I said^ that 
unfortunately this is a matter in regard to which I feel it necessary to 
advise a protest, and is not the only thing which scholars have had to 
complain of dm*ing the last ten years. 

Q. I would be glad, and I am sure the Committee would, if you 
would indicate any other contradictions, in yom* judgment, or any 
other literary inaccm-acies. I think that we should exhaust the subject 
as far as we are able to. 

A. There was a reference made before to a work that I have seen, 
to an article by Dr. Helm and Prof. Hilprecht, in the Verhandlungen 
der Berliner Gesellschaft fiir Anthropologie, etc., 1901, pp. 157-164. 
This is an article by Dr. Helm, on the basis of information given him 
by Dr. Hilprecht, relative to a chemical investigation by Dr. Helm of 
old Babylonian objects in copper and bronze. Seven objects are 
•described, among them the head of a gazelle described by Dr. Hil- 
precht as his private property, which article has already been referred 
to, and in this article Dr. Helm, relying evidently on Dr. Hilprecht's 
communication, says that "under the direction of Prof. Hilprecht" — 
you will have to rely on my translation — " as is well known under the 
auspices of the University of Pennsylvania, excavations have been 
carried on since eleven years in the extensive mounds of Nippur in 
Babylonia, which have yielded remarkable results.'' He says he is 
dependent for his information on Dr. Hilprecht. Again he says, p. 
158, "Under Hilprecht's direction the extensive Temple ruins of 
Nippur and other neighboring brick buildings were laid bare. He 
discovered in them, among other things, quite recently the old Temple 
Library, out of which already more than 17,000 clay tablets with 
cuneiform inscriptions have been obtained, etc. Altogether Nippur 
has yielded to the Hilprecht expedition almost 60,000 cuneiform texts 
in clay and about 1,000 inscriptions on stone." Again, "More than 
1,000 graves were opened up through Hilprecht in the course of the 
last expedition alone." I mention that because the impression has 
been given, both to scholars in Europe and here, that Dr. Hilprecht 
has been in Nippur a much longer period than was actually the case. 
I have here also an indication of the fact that in Europe this impres- 
sion was distinctly given. 

Q. Any complimentary observations by any one upon Dr. Hil- 
precht, the same as any critical ones, which you desire to present, as 
well as any statements to you of literary inaccuracy of any kind, may 
be given. I think we should have the full extent of your knowledge. 

A. I refer to this because a number of years ago it created quite a 
comment here. I doubt whether an accurate view was at that time 
obtained. This is merely my statement, on the basis of an article 
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that I will quote in a moment, in reference to the matter about the 
impression Dr. Hilprecht gave about having been at. Nippur more 
than five months. 

That Dr. Hilprecht gave European scholars the impression of 
having been in Nippur more than five months during a period of 
twelve years is also shown by the account which appeared in various 
Berlin papers of a lecture on the Temple of Bel, delivered by Prof. 
Hilprecht on the 17th of January, 1903, brfore the Anthropological 
Society of Berlin. The report in these papers began: "Dr. Hilprecht 
gave an account of his excavations and investigations in Nippur which 
he has carried on for fourteen years." In view of this statement. 
Prof. Dehtzsch and four other Assyriologists (Drs. Meissner, Messer- 
schmidt, Streck and Winkler) published a statement in the Berlin papers, 
stating that Prof. Hilprecht was merely present at the first expedition 
in 1889 and at the fourth expedition in 1900 (see Deutsche Litteratur- 
Zeitung, 1903, No. 7). Prof. Hilprecht in reply denied the statement 
that he had said that he was fom*teen years in Babylonia, but that his 
words were '* that during the past fourteen years I have frequently 
(des ofteren) traveled through that country." Even this statement is 
not accurate because he was only twice in Babylonia, and two visits 
do not justify the use of the expression "frequently." In answer to 
this Prof. Dditzsch properly calls attention to the fact that Dr. Hil- 
precht must have given an erroneous impression to the reporters, 
since the account in varums Berlin papers all began with the statement 
that he had been there for fourteen years {Devische Litteratur-ZeUung^ 
1903, No. 8). I refer to this merely as indicating the xmfortunate fact 
that Dr. HUprecht, in some way or the other, declines to speak with 
that definiteness which is expected of scholars, and which other 
scholars find no difficulty in doing. 

In this country the very definite impression was created by Dr» 
Hilprecht, from newspaper interviews on the occasion of his return 
from trips to Constantinople and Germany, in a manner as clearly as 
a newspaper report can give, that Dr. Hilprecht had been at Nippur; 
and I know as a positive fact that very many people in this city were 
under that impression until recently. Only a few days ago, one of the 
professors of our own University, who has been here for about twenty 
years, was astonished to hear for the first time that Dr. Hilprecht had 
only been in Nippur for two and one-half months in 1889 and two and 
one-half months in 1900. 

I only mention these things in justification of the position which 
scholars unfortimately have been obliged to take in this matter. It 
is not a question of these tablets alone. That is the most serious thing; 
but that Dr. Hilprecht has imfortunately for a good many years been 
piu^uing this poUcy of creating false impressions, and it is merely for 
that reason that I refer to these various matters and to others that I 
can bring to your attention. The same way in regard to these publica- 
tions. That, I can vouch for, is not the scientific way of doing things: 
to say Volume I and then Volume III; to skip to Voliune VI; to omit 
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Volume VII; then IX and X are out; skip to XIII; then go on to 
XVII; skip to XXI, and then XXII; and in the earlier series to repre- 
sent Volume XXI there as Volume VI. If the object is to make room 
for all the different things that can be foimd, you might as well say 
Volimie XLV. In the same way with Series D, Vol. I, III, IV, V; 
Vol. II he says is reserved for the history of future excavations. And 
it is also misleading, in these announcements, to put some works down 
as in the course of preparation by persons who are not fit to prepare 
these things as yet. For instance, Vol. VIII, Part 3, marked in the 
course of preparation by D. T. Luckenbolt.* This young man is a 
student in the University. He is a fellow in Semitics. He has not yet 
begim to prepare theses. He has not even decided whether he is 
going to take Assyrian. I say that is not a scientific way of annoimc- 
ing; that a work should be put down as in course of preparation by 
such a man, and a man who, moreover, has not yet decided whether 
he is going to take Assyrian, and who may prefer to take Egyptian if 
possible. In the same way with Vol. VI, Part 2, by Arnold Faber,t — 
who, although he is research fellow in Assyrian, has not taken the degree 
of Ph.D., which is the rule for research fellows; he is taking work with 
me, and is a very industrious and good scholar — ^who until he came 
here last fall had taken Assyrian for only two semesters, one year^ 
under a professor at Jena, who is now professor of Assyrian in ... .J 

That is not the way in which scholars are in the habit of publish- 
ing or announcing their series. 

Q. Have you any other criticisms upon the literary work? 

A. I have nothing here at present that need be supplemented. 
I think the specimens I have given here are sufficient to indicate that, 
as I have said and as I have emphasized — unf ortimately I have been 
obliged to emphasize — ^it is a matter that has been going on for a great 
many years, which has called forth such a protest as you find in The 
Nation here, the account here being the official correspondence, the 
account of the American Oriental Society, written every year by the 
Secretary of the Society, Prof. E. W. Hopkins, successor of Prof. 
Whitney, of Yale. The Secretary writes this article himself, giving that 
account. 

Q. I think to the extent that it deals with Prof. Hilprecht it 
should be given. 

A. The part of the article I refer to is as follows : 

'*Prof. Prince's review of recent excavations in Babylon was 
perhaps the most drastic paper ever read before the Society, which as a 
rule expresses a difference of opinion in notes sedulously attuned 
to universal harmony. Yet in this case also there was no lack of 
unanimity; only it was voiced in emphatic disapprobation of the 
recently published work called * Explorations in Bible Lands,' which 

♦[Error in the stenographic record. Read "D. D. Luckenbill."— H. V. 
H.] 

t [Evidently meaning "ArnoPoebel." — H. V. H.] 
t [Blank in the stenographic record.] 
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Prof. Prince stigmatized as unfair in so many particulars as to neces- 
sitate public correction. The author of this book, Prof. Hilprecht, 
ignores or mentions only with haughty contempt the good work of 
scholars who preceded him, and in ridiculing his former superior 
violates every canon of scientific criticism. What is valuable in his 
book, said Prof. Prince, is so buried under egotism as not to be reogniz- 
able* Prof. Price fully endorsed this expression of opinion, and 
Prof. Moore summed up the general condemnation in the sentence, 
' It is a book no American can read without being ashamed.' " 

Prof. Jastrow (continuing) : For further information in regard 
to opinions that have been passed in regard to the book, I may refer to 
the very long, moderately written review by Dr. Peters which appeared 
in The American Journal of Theology, the official journal of the Uni- 
versity of Chicago, about three years ago; also to a long review of Dr. 
Prince which appeared in the Orientalistische Litteratur-Zeitung. I can 
give the Committee other references which will indicate the same 
general trend of what I have tried to place before you — that, as I have 
said, it is not merely the question of the two tablets, though that is a 
matter that scholars cannot look upon in any other than a serious 
light, but I have tried to place before you what seems to have been a 
regular series of misrepresentations, first with regard to the time he 
has been at Nippur, the fact that he was supposed to have been at the 
place when the library was discovered, and giving statements such as 
that of March 26, to give the impression that he had examined 17,000 
tablets and that they contained hymns, prayers, and so forth — and as 
an indication that I myself accepted that as a fact, I may refer to a 
reference in the first volume of my German edition of the " British and 
Babylonish History,"* in which I hailed with joy the prospect of this 
library that was found at Nippur, and in the later portion of the book 
I was obliged to insert a note that we expected to find this in the 
library but had not found it, and saying that owing to the doubt that 
existed on it, I felt I was not justified in adding anything further about 
it at that time. I also refer in my statement to the last publication 
on the subject by Dr. Fossey, the *' Manuel d'Assjrriologie," a large 
work appearing in France by a very good scholar, in which, in the 
Introduction, this Nippur library is hailed as being placed on a par 
with the so-called Assurbanipal Library discovered at Nineveh. 
These are merely indications showing that scholars were ready to 
accept, on the basis of these works of Dr. Hilprecht, that a large literary 
collection had been found, 23,000 tablets, representing hymns, prayers, 
and so forth. 

Q. Do you recall any other instances of literary inaccuracies 
within your knowledge? 

A. I have not made any other memoranda to bring down here 
to the Committee. 

* [Evidently stenographic error for "Religion of Babylonia and Assyria.*' 
— H.V. H.] 
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Provost Harrison (to Prof. Hilprecht) : Is there any question 
which you would like the Committee to a^ Dr. Jastrow? 

Dr. Hilprecht: I am entirely satisfied with the Committee's 
proceedings. I have not to suggest anything. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Dr. Jastrow, do you believe that there is or is not a Ubrary? 

A. I think there was every reason to beUeve that there was a 
library at Nippur. Nippur was one of the most important ancient 
religious centres. There was no question of that. That was the reason 
why this discovery of the library was hailed with joy. I wish to 
emphasize again that the doubt was merely raised in regard to these 
various points I have brought forward. One reason why we should 
expect to find a library at Nippur : we know, as Dr. Hilprecht pointed 
out, that in the library at Nineveh references occur to tablets at Nippur. 
I do not read, of that, that the tablets were copied from tablets at 
Nippur. I think the Assurbanipal Library is largely copied from 
Babylon. 

Q. Do you read Sumerian? 

A. Scholars are not yet certain what Sumerian is. There is a 

small group of scholars, among whom, for instance, is * 

a very eminent French scholar, and then there is Dr. Jeremias, to 

whom I referred, who follows the ,* who doubts 

whether it is Sumerian. As far as my own studies are concerned, I 
have studied Assyrian for the last twenty-two years, and I know 
something about it. I don't know as much as I would like to know. 
The field of Assyriology is very large. It is divided into various 
fields. Each one of them requires a man's entire time. There is a 
number of scholars who make a special study of these older forms and 
biographical f forms, which are Sumerian, as some call them. I know 
in a general way about these investigations, and have some knowledge 
of it; not as much as I should know. I hope to get more. I hope I 
made it clear that while we beUeve there was a library at Nippur, we 
do want to prove that a large literary collection was found there which 
justifies the application of the term ^'Ubrary." That is one of the main 
points in my statement: that according to the definition generally 
accepted by scholars, we do not call a library which consists of business 
records, even though they refer to the temple; we would call them 
temple archives. The- use of the term temple library heretofore has 
been restricted to large collections of a distinctly literary character. 
Such things as school exercises were fouhd at Sippar. I have the work 
of Prof. Scheil, referring to mathematical tablets Uke those spoken of 
there at Nippur. He calls it simply '* .J" 

He does not speak of the find as an archive. Scholars have raised 
the question whether a literary archive has yet been discovered at 

♦ [Blank in stenographic record.] 

t [Evidently a mistake in the stenographic record.] 

J [Blank in stenographic record.] 
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Nippur, and we will not be satisfied of this unless we have a large num- 
ber of literary cuneiform texts — proof that there exist 23,000 literary 
cuneiform texts, and among these 500 tablets of an undoubtedly 
literary character. 

(Adjourned to Saturday, April 22, 1905, 11 A.M.) 



IN RE PETERS-HILPRECHT CONTROVERSY. 

Museum of Science and Art, 
University of Pennsylvania, April 22, 1905. 

Present: The Committee and parties. 

Provost Harrison: Some days ago Dr. Hilprecht asked for a 
date upon which he, or any person or persons whom he might desire to 
summon as experts in his behalf, should be heard, and in response to 
that request that a date be fixed, Saturday, the 22d of April, was assigned 
to Dr. Hilprecht. Before hearing Dr. Hilprecht, however, there are 
some questions, I understand, which Dr. Ranke desires to ask Dr. 
Hilprecht on behalf of Dr. Jastrow, who has sailed for Europe. The 
questions will have to be asked by the Committee, according to the rule. 

Dr. Ranke : If I am correctly informed, these are not questions, 
but are memoranda made by Prof. Jastrow of some things which he 
was prevented from bringing, he having sailed this morning for Europe. 
In reading this statement I, of course, am merely the mouthpiece of Dr. 
Jastrow in the matter, and he alone is responsible for what I am 
reading. 

Dr. Ranke reads paper of Prof. Jastrow as follows : 

"On p. 73 of Dr. Hilprecht's EngUsh Lecture there appears a note 
which closes as follows : * He (that is, Dr. Hilprecht) was* altogether 
eight months in Babylonia, and not fifteen weeks, as has been reported 
in several newspapers.' This statement is again misleading. The 
references in the 'newspapers,' that is, in various scientific and popular 
journals in Germany and presumably elsewhere, referred to the length 
of Dr. Hilprecht's stay at Nippur, which amounted to two and one- 
)ialf months in 1889 and to about the same time in 1900, that is twenty 
weeks in all, or about five months. Dr. Hilprecht obtains the addi- 
tional three months by coimting the time from his arrival in Babylonia 
up to the time of coming to Nippur, and the time upon leaving Nippur 
before reaching the Umits of Babylonia. The point, however, is not 
the length of time that Dr. Hilprecht was in Babylonia, but at Nippur. 

"This may seem a small point, but when we find Dr. Hilprecht 
consistently pursuing this practice of creating an erroneous impression, 
as I pointed out to the Committee by several illustrations, it is very 
natural that scholars assume a skeptical attitude towards statements 
emanating from him. 

" Secondly, besides the article in the Sunday School Times of May 6, 



Digitized 



by Google 



119 

1900,there appears another in the Sunday School Times for February 14, 
1903, entitled * Babylonia's Famous Temple Library,' in which again 
"the impression is distinctly created (1) that Dr. Hilprecht as the 
scientific director was present during the entire excavations of the 
fourth expedition. (2) There is no indication that between May, 
1898, and up to the time of the discovery of the library, he had been in 
Constantinople, Germany and the United States, but not in Babylonia. 
<3) Not the sUghtest credit is given to Mr. Haynes, the real discoverer 
•of the large collection of tablets found in the course of the fourth expedi- 
tion and which may still turn out to be part of the Nippur Library. 
<4) He says, 'I could declare positively at the beginning of March that 
^we had discovered the Temple Library of ancient Nippur.' Bearing in 
mind that he did not arrive until March 1, that he could only have seen 
A few of the tablets, it is clear that the description given by him of the 
general contents of the * Library' at the close of the article, in which he 
often goes to the length of dividing the contents into various classes, 
cannot possibly rest upon an examination of the more than 17,000 
"tablets which were found and which, with a very few exceptions, were 
boxed before Dr. Hilprecht came. 

"Thirdly, I might call attention also to pp. 274, 275 of the official 
Mstory, where Dr. Hilprecht, describing the discovery of 60,000 in- 
scribed clay tablets at Abu Habba (or Sippar), gives an illustration 
of the way in which the discoveries at Nippur during the fourth expedi- 
tion shoidd have been described. Apparently the finds at Nippur are 
just of the same character as those at Abu Habba, that is, *for the 
^eater part these documents are of a business character, referring to 
the administration of the temple and its property,' etc. The remark 
of Dr. Hilprecht on the bottom of p. 275, * apparently the bulk of the 
Temple Library proper lies buried in the ruins of Abu Habba/ also 
taUies with what appears to be the case at Nippur. Dr. Hilprecht's 
words, 'the Temple Library proper,' show that he recognized the dis- 
tinction which I pointed out in my statement between a Temple 
Library and a temple archive. 

"Again, at Abu Habba, as Dr. Hilprecht himself states (p. 275), 
many tablets of 'a strictly Uterary character, such as sign-Usts and 
grammatical exercises, astronomical aoid mathematical texts, letters, 
hymns, mythological fragments, and a new bihngual version of the 
Story of the Creation, which originally formed part of an incantation,' 
were found. This again precisely corresponds to the discoveries at 
Nippur, where no doubt a nmnber of Uterary tablets have been dis- 
covered ; but Rassam, the excavator at Abu Habba, did not announce 
the finding of a great hbrary, whereas Dr. Hilprecht declared that 
there had been made at Nippur ' one of the most far-reaching Assyrio- 
logical discoveries of the whole last century' (p. 508). These are the 
strongest words that possibly could be used, when one considers such 
important Assyriological discoveries as the unearthing of a great 
palace of Sargon at Khorsabad and the marvelous discoveries, includ- 
ing a great library, made by Layard, of which some 30,000 fragments 
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were brought to the British Museum. When Dr. Hilprecht announced 
that 23,000 literary cuneiform texts were found at Nippur, scholars 
naturally were led to comparing the find with the Nineveh Ubrary. 
The hope held out by Hilprecht was not justified, and it appears that 
the proper comparison, so far as present discoveries go, is with the 
archive found by Rassam at Abu Habba. 

"Confining myself to questions of accuracy, and not to matters 
in regard to which scholars hold different opinions (as, for example, the 
question of chronology, in which Dr. Hilprecht accepts much higher 
dates for some of the rulers, of whom inscriptions are found at Nippur, 
than most scholars), I may be permitted to call attention to the man- 
ner in which Dr. Hilprecht, upon his first visit to the mounds of Nippur 
in 1889 (pp. 306-8 of the official history, pp. 75, 76 of the English lecture) , 
claims to have determined, even before the excavations began, the 
general character of the mounds, including even the location of the 
Temple Library. It must be remembered that up to that time Dr. 
Hilprecht had never seen a mound, was only twenty-eight years of age, 
and had pubHshed nothing on Assjrrian subjects beyond a thesis and 
perhaps an article or two. 

"Even from the psychological point of view, it must be impossible 
for a man, writing in 1901 or 1902, to say what he thought or knew in. 
1889. One cannot dissociate in a- matter of this kind the knowledge 
that one has gained in the intervening eleven years. Naturally, Dr. 
Hilprecht's assertions about his having succeeded in pointing out the 
site of the 'Library' eleven years before it was discovered has not been 
taken seriously by scholars. Prof. Jensen, of Marburg, one of the 
most distinguished of the German Assyriologists, suggests, in a review 
of Dr. Hilprecht's book {Literarisches Centralhlatty 1903, December 12) , 
that Dr. Hilprecht's imagination has led him astray, and hints that by 
means of prophetical insight or the divining rod alone could one reach, 
such a conclusion. 

(Signed) "Morris Jastrow, Jr." 

April 20, 1905. 

Dr. Herman Ranke recalled. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Can you tell me if Dr. Jastrow was in Babylonia at any time 
between 1889 and the present time? 

A. I do not know. To my knowledge, not. I don't know that 
he was in Babylonia. 

Q. Can you tell me whether there has been any work in the 
Museum by him, dealing with the products of the excavations at 
Nippur by the University? 

A. As far as I understand, he had prepared a volume a number 
of years ago, together with Prof. Gottheil, from the University of 
Columbia, of Hebrew and Mandaean incantation bowls. That has 
never been published. That is all I know about it. 
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Q. That does not relate to anything found or purchased on these 
expeditions? 

A. Yes, these Hebrew bowls were found on these expeditions at 
Nippur. 

Q. The book has never been published? 

A. The book has never been published. 

Q. Do you know if he classified and catalogued those bowls in the 
Museum? 

A. I do not. 

Q. His work does not appear there in connection with labeling any 
of the objects, as far as you know? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you know, apart from that proposed pubUcation, whether 
he has published anything relating to excavations by any one in 
Babylonia? 

. n A. I have no knowledge about that. 

fe^; Q. You are not aware that he has done so? j 

^ A. No, I have no knowledge about it at all. 
gj Q. You have never seen any published book by him ? 
^ A. I don't remember so. 

Dr. Ranke: Here are a number of questions which Mr. Fisher 
requests me to ask for him, if he is not mistaken in supposing that, the 
same as others, he would have a chance to ask Dr. Hilprecht questions 
through the Committee. 

Provost Harrison : Dr. Hilprecht, the first question which Mr. 
Fisher desires to ask you is : How long were you at Nippur during the 
campaign of 1889? 

a Dr. Hilprecht : Are these questions to deal with subject-matter? 
Provost Harrison: The Committee agreed that any one who 
was your critic or accuser might ask questions of you, through the 
Committee, and we also agreed that you might ask any questions of 
them, through the Committee. 

Dr. Hilprecht: I submit to your Committee to decide whether 
it is proper that any questions be put to me before I have submitted a 
written statement, just as ^ these other gentlemen did before they 
were questioned. 

Provost Harrison: Dr. Ranke, I understand this paper is pre- 
sented in behalf of Mr. Fisher? 
hft ! Dr. Ranke : Yes. 

^ Provost Harrison: Before pronouncing the decision of the 
Committee I will read the following statement of the position of the 
Committee from the official stenographic report, which was decided 
upon at the meeting of April 15, 1905, as to the scope of the Com- 
mittee's inquiry : 

(Reads on pp. 56-57 that part beginning, "The Committee are 
unanimously of the opinion on two points," etc.) fcf. pp. 56f., above.] 

Provost Harrison : Under that ruling, so far as these questions 
refer to charges or statements which have already been made, if you 
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desire to call Dr. Hilprecht as a witness in your behalf, you will be 
bound, of course, by his answers made at this time, which will be final. 
We will not'allow any question to be asked which, in the judgment of 
the Committee, is against the decision which was reached on the 15th 
of April, 1905. If you desire to call Dr. Hilprecht as a witness in your 
behalf, we will ask him any question bearing on the charges made and 
exclude any which do not relate to those charges. Before asking these 
questions, will you (Dr. Ranke and Mr. Fisher) kindly look over that 
paper and signify to the Committee which questions, if any, relate 
to any of the charges or criticisms hitherto submitted to the Committee? 

Dr. Ranke : Mr. Fisher desires that questions 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 be 
asked as dealing with the Temple Library. 

Mr. Jones : I would like to ask what those questions have to do 
with the existence of the Ubrary to-day. 

Mr. Fisher : I don't know that they have anything. 

Mr. Jones : They haven't anything to do with the Ubrary to-day? 

Mr. Fisher: No. 

Mr. Jones : Why, then, should they be asked in connection with 
the existence of the library? 

Mr. Fisher: The statement had been made of the existence of 
the Ubrary. 

Dr. Ranke: Mr. Fisher would show their connection with a 
misstatement he thinks made by Prof. HUprecht concerning the 
Temple Library. 

Mr. Jones : You should have presented your statement in refer- 
ence to that in one of your charges. 

Dr. Ranke : Mr. Fisher has not brought any charges. 

Mr. Jones : Then in connection with the charges made. This is 
outside of any question which is before us. If you had shown, in 
connection with any of the charges made, what the misstatement was, 
we could then have considered it. But take this question, which is 
in exactly your language: Question No. 5: "The discovery of such a 
library at Nippur would have shown that Nippur was a very important 
city and would be a productive spot for future excavations." That 
is not a question at aU: it is an argument. I would suggest that any 
question going to the existence of the library Mr. Fisher be permitted 
to ask Dr. Hilprecht; but the time of the Committee cannot be taken 
up with speculative questions as to the opinions of Dr. HUprecht or any 
one else ten or twelve years ago, not relating to the critical charges 
which have been made that there is not a library in existence. 

Dr. Ranke: Mr. Fisher tells me he was under the impression, 
since Dr. Jastrow had been asked during the last meeting for additional 
evidence concerning misstatements or inaccuracies in Prof. Hilprecht's 
works, that he might be allowed to give such additional evidence of mis- 
statements in his books as he thinks there are, and he is perfectly will- 
ing to withdraw it, if you do not desire to have this additional evidence. 

Mr. Jones: We asked Prof. Jastrow if he knew of any other 
literary inaccuracies, with the object of finding out the full extent of 
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the literary inaccuracies that he had found in connection with the 
study of Dr. Hilprecht's works; but these questions are not state- 
ments of Uterary inaccuracies, and where it would stop no one can tell. 
If Mr. Fisher has knowledge of any literary inaccuracies, in order to 
complete his statement, I should say we would like to know of them; 
but these questions do not deal with the existence of the library; they 
are a variety of argumentative questions rather, expressing opinions 
and conclusions of Mr. Fisher, and would be in no way instructive to the 
Committee. 

Dr. Ranke: Mr. Fisher asks, if I understand him, whether you 
limit the inaccuracies, of which you desire to have evidence, to Uterary 
inaccuracies. If I remember aright, I was asked at the last meeting 
whether I knew of any inaccuracies — not only Uterary inaccuracies. 
Mr. Fisher admits, if I understand him correctly, that the questions 
which he refers to here would not be as to Uterary inaccuracies, but 
would be more under the head of inaccuracies in general, and the 
question would be, whether you want only evidence of Uterary inaccur- 
acies or of inaccuracies in general. 

Mr. Jones : As I understand, the whole point was to permit the 
gentlemen who questioned Dr. Hilprecht's scientific or literary accuracy 
to make their statements and to ask any questions, predicated upon 
those statements, of him. Nothing has been said in reference to the 
subjects embraced in these questions, as I imderstand it, and I have 
asked Mr. Fisher to point out in what particular, and he admits that 
none of them go to the existence of the Ubrary at the present time. I 
should now allow him to make any statement in reference to literary 
or scientific inaccuracies, in addition to what he has already said, but 
each one has been permitted to go to the fuU extreme of his knowledge 
in that direction. 

Dr. Ranke: Mr. Fisher tells the Committee that he is ready, 
under these circmnstances, if I understand him correctly, to withdraw 
these questions now, but that he is ready to give evidence of inaccuracy, 
of which he has knowledge, in Dr. Hilprecht's book, supposing that he 
would be given a copy of Dr. Hilprecht's book, which he has not 
examined. 

Mr. Jones : This is now the fifth session which has been held in this 
matter, and the widest opportunity has been given for these gentlemen 
to make any statement or declaration. I do not feel that the matter 
should be kept open indefinitely. If Mr. Fisher has any critical state- 
ment to make to-day, he should be permitted to make it. There has 
been the amplest opportunity for everyone to study Dr. Hilprecht's 
works and present anything they have to say against his methods, and 
matters should not be longer kept open, in my judgment, in fairness to 
everyone. 

Dr. Ranke : Mr. Fisher tells me that the thing he desires particu- 
larly to go into concerns a drawing in Dr. Hilprecht^s book, "Excava- 
tions in Assyria and Babylonia," which drawing, or the original of it, 
is there said to be restored by Dr. Hilprecht and to be drawn and sur- 
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veyed by Mr. Fisher — said to have been drawn by Dr. Hilprecht and 
Mr. Fisher, whereas, as a matter of fact, Mr. Fisher says that Dr. 
Hilprecht did no work on this at all. 

Mr. Jones : I suggest that the book be handed to Mr. Fisher, and 
that he make a statement in connection therewith. 

(Book is handed to Mr. Fisher.) 

Dr. Ranke: The drawing referred to is found oh p. 559 of the 
work "Explorations in Bible Lands," and consequently on the same 
page of the book "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia." (Mr. 
Fisher assents to this.) This drawing is designated as " Parthian Palace 
built over the ruins of the Temple of. Bel. Restored by Hilprecht, 
surveyed and drawn by Fisher and Geere." If I am not mistaken, Mr. 
Fisher desires to say that this drawing is entirely his and Mr. Geere's 
work, and that Prof. Hilprecht did not take part in it as a restorer. 
(Mr. Fisher says this statement of Dr. Ranke's is correct.) 

Mr. Houston: It has been suggested that I ask Mr. Fisher a 
question or two about this cut. 

Clarence S. Fisher recalled. 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. I do not exactly understand the nature of the inaccuracy to 
which you refer as to this drawing. It says here: "Parthian Palace 
built over the ruins of the Temple of Bel. Restored by Hilprecht, 
surveyed and drawn by Fisher and Geere^" Where is the inaccuracy? 

A. I restored it. It was my own work entirely. 

Q. The mechanical preparation of this cut was your and Geere's 
work and not Hilprecht's, is that the inaccuracy? 

A. Yes, sir; likewise the illustration. 

Dr. Ranke : It is not only the drawing he means, but what may 
be called the restoration of certain lines, in supplying what was not 
excavated or not found, which he restored according to his ideas, and he 
thinks the proper way would have been to say that it has been restored 
by Mr. Fisher, on the ground that Dr. Hilprecht had nothing to do with 
this plan, with the drawing or with its restoration. 

Mr. Houston : The fact that it is labeled here '* Parthian Palace," 
and so forth, is not included in your charge of inaccuracy? 

Mr. Fisher: No. 

Mr. Houston: As a matter of fact, this is the palace you pub- 
lished an article about? 

Mr. Fisher: No. 

Mrs. J. H. Haynes called. 

Mrs. Haynes : I have no statement to make. If you have any 
questions to ask I shall be glad to answer them. I have no charges 
to make against Dr. Hilprecht as charges. I am not making charges. 
I should be glad to answer any questions, if I am able to do so. 
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By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Have you read the statements already made? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. At whose request are you here? 

A. I received a telegram which I supposed came from Provost 
Harrison. It was forwarded by Dr. WiUiam Hayes Ward to me, and 
it says : " Provost Harrison requests your presence, with notebooks, at 
a meeting in Philadelphia Saturday noon. I am requested to forward." 
The name of Dr. William Hayes Ward was signed to it. Naturally I 
supposed the message came from Provost Harrison, and telegraphed 
you in reply to it. 

Provost Harrison: So that there may be accurate knowledge 
on that question; the only association I have had with your coming 
here was a statement made to Dr. Ranke upon last Wednesday, at the 
meeting, in which it was said that you had a statement to make and 
that your notebooks, as I understood it, would show inaccuracies in 
Dr. Hilprecht's statements, and that you would come with your note- 
books, if possible, by Saturday, as evidence of inaccuracies in Dr. Hil- 
precht's statements, whether written or oral. I have not communi- 
cated with Dr. Ward, directly or indirectly, upon this question, nor have 
I said anything to anybody except to Dr. Ranke upon last Wednesday, 
when proof was sought to be offered through you and your notebooks 
of inaccuracy on Dr. Hilprecht's part, whether scientific or literary. 

Mrs. Haynes: I came in response to that telegram, as I said 
before. The telegram said, in substance: "Provost Harrison requests 
your presence, with notebooks, at this meeting, and I am requested to 
forward," and then the name of William Hayes Ward was signed to the 
telegram. 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. Who is Mr. Ward? 

A. Dr. WiUiam Hayes Ward is the editor-in-chief of the Inde- 
pendent, 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. When Dr. Peters was before the Committee on Saturday last, 
he offered as evidence certain statements which you had, as he said, 
made to him, and we decided to exclude that evidence as hearsay 
evidence. In the official stenographic report Dr. Peters is reported as 
saying: "Do you wish me to tell the statements which Mrs. Haynes 
made to me?" 

The Committee is ready, if Dr. Peters is correct in this statement, 
to hear from you the statement which he said to the Committee you 
made to him. 

A. I have had conversation with Dr. Peters and answered some 
questions asked by Dr. Peters. Unfortunately, I have not my note- 
books with me. I believe they are in Boston by this time. They will 
be forwarded. I think they are there. They had not arrived at five 
o'clock last night when I left. Those notebooks, I might say, are 
simply a woman's diary, but it contains such information as this: 
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"We to-day worked at such and such a point. As a result of to-dajr's 
labor we have such and such things — so many tablets, for instance, or 
of objects found." I might further say that I have not read Dr. 
Hilprecht's book. Certain passages have been called to my attention, 
and while I have not had access to my notebooks for five years — am 
I privileged to tell why I have not had access to the notebooks? 

Q. I think so. 

A. It seems that at a limcheon given by Mr. Sparhawk immedi- 
ately after our return from Nippur, at which Mr. Haynes, Dr. Hilprecht 
and Mr. Sparhawk were present, a promise was then exacted from Mr. 
Haynes by Mr. Sparhawk to the effect that I should not be permitted 
to publish nor cause to be published — I should not give to any one any 
information contained in those notebooks, and that they should be 
procured and handed to Dr. Hilprecht. 

Mr. Jones: Allow me to caution you, Mrs. Haynes, to be very- 
careful. When your explanation reaches conversations you had with 
other people, if any question arises those people may have to be 
brought in, and so it goes on interminably. 

The Witness : My only object in making that statement was to 
tell you that after various attempts had been made by my husband 
to secure possession of those notebooks, for his own purposes, or for I 
don't know what, he secured possession of them. I felt that it was to 
my interest to put them out of my possession; consequently I did so. 

Mr. Jones : Anything people told you should be stricken from the 
record. Any fact that you state, not quoting what persons have said to 
you other than Dr. Hilprecht himself — of course he is here — seems to 
me ought not to be admitted, and for reasons you have just stated ; but 
.you state that they have been out of your possession. 

Q. In whose possession have they been? 

A. They are absolutely safe. As I said before, I believe by this 
time they have reached Boston, although they had not reached Boston 
at five o'clock last night. Anything I say, you imderstand, must be 
said upon my knowledge and belief, because I have not had access to 
the books since perhaps 1901. I do not want to be put in the position 
of making definite statements imtil my books are in my hands. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Did you have your books in your hands when you made the 
statements to Dr. Peters? 

A. No, I have not seen my notebooks since about 1901. 

Q. Dr. Peters says here (referring to stenographic report): "Do 
you wish me to tell the statement which Mrs. Haynes made to me?" 
As I understand from Dr. Ranke, that statement which Mrs. Haynes 
made to Dr. Peters the Committee was to hear from you. 

A. If you will just ask me questions I shall be glad to answer 
them to the best of my ability. It does not seem to me that it becomes 
me to simply make a statement. 

Q. If I understand, Mrs. Haynes says that in the absence of her 
notebook, she is not prepared to make any statement and be boimd by 
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it, other than that she says it will be to the best of her knowledge and 
beUef. 

A. I might say this, however, that certain points were brought 
up, and I was asked to tell what, if anything, I knew about those 
particular points, and did so. That is a statement, and yet perhaps 
it is not a statement — I make it a statement. I mean to say by that 
that I stated the facts in regard to those particular points. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. You have not read Dr. Hilprecht's book? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Any statement of his? 

A. I have read extracts. I have not read the book as a whole. 
I have read certain portions of it, extracts from it, and other portions 
have been read to me. When I say I have not read it, I mean I have 
not read it as a whole. 

Q. By whom were the portions read to you? 

A. At various times certain portions that interested me specially — 
I mean those with reference to my husband and his mental condition : 
I saw those statements which — ^then certain portions have been read to 
me by Dr. Ward and by Mr. Daniel C. Wood, a friend, and by Dr. 
Ranke, and questions with reference to those points asked me by Dr. 
Peters, and I answered them the best I could. 

Q. With the book before you can you turn to those passages? 

A. I could not turn to the passages. I know something about 
the questions. I know the points they covered. I could not turn to 
the passages without consuming considerable time. 

Mr. Jones : I think we will hear what she has to say, stating the 
points. 

Mrs. Haynes : I think the first question that was asked me was 
with reference to the large tablet that was found at Nippur, which 
seemed to us to be a map of the ancient city. As I understand it — I 
put it that way, because I don't think I have read the passage myself — 
as I understand it, that tablet is supposed to have been found in a jar 
after the arrival of Dr. Hilprecht at Nippur. As a matter of fact, that 
tablet was reported to the Committee, and if you will look over your 
old reports you will find that tablet was foimd and reported to the 
Committee before Dr. Hilprecht reached the field — I might say even 
before Mr. Geere and Mr. Fisher reached the field. 
' "^ ~ By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Were you then there with Mr. Haynes? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Haynes was there for a time before you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And during the time you were there? 
j^^lA. Yes, sir; that was during the years 1893, 1894 and 1895, I 
think. I went out with him in 1898, and remained in the field until 
he retm-ned in 1900. Another point, I think, was with reference to 
the gazelle heads, or goat heads, which I am told are said to have been 
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found at Fara by Dr. Hilprecht. Those goat heads were brought to 
our house one Sunday morning by some Arabs from Abou Hatab — I 
think the second Sunday after Dr. Hilprecht reached Nippur. They 
were beautiful things, with spiral horns, and both Dr. Hilprecht and 
Mr. Haynes coveted them, and after talking about the matter for a 
little bit, it was decided that they should be purchased. Now, because 
of my husband's mental condition, because of his faiUng memory — 
and it was going to pieces very rapidly — I took charge of the finances 
up there: made up the pay-rolls, paid the men and attended to the 
accounts. I also took charge of the finds which seemed to be the most 
promising : those things that we very much wanted Dr. Hilprecht to 
examine when he came out there. While I have no technical knowl- 
edge — I don't claim any at all, no ability in that direction to amount 
to anything — ^it seemed to me that these goat heads, which as I under- 
stand it were reported to have been found at Fara, were brought to 
our house, as I said before, on this particular Sunday morning. I 
state that purely from memory; that they were brought there by these 
Arabs I state as a positive fact, but as to the date, I don't want to 
state that imtil I have had access to the notebooks. This however is a 
fact: it was decided that they should be purchased, and as I handled 
the finances, I was sent to the little old steamer trunk which contained 
the money to get from it a certain number of bills. As to the exact 
amount that was paid for those goat heads I don't want to state 
definitely. According to my best judgment and belief, I should 

think thirteen or fifteen * I could not definitely state 

the price. But I went to the trunk and got the money and handed 
it to my husband, and he paid for those goat heads, and they were 
brought to the house by Arabs who represented themselves to be from 
Abou Hatab : I do state that as a fact. I think another question that 
was brought to my attention was as to the condition of the work on the 
so-called Temple Library at the time of Dr. Hilprecht's arrival. If 
my memory serves me correctly. Dr. Hilprecht arrived at Nippur the 
first day of March, and either the day before his arrival or the day 
previous to that we abandoned work on the Temple Hill, or on the 
library, and went to a place which would be more sheltered ; in other 
words, we went to the court of columns. A few men were left to clean 
out the room — it had been robbed of all treasures — ^but to clean out all 
rubbish and leave it in good condition. That is all the work that was 
done on the Temple Library after that time. No tablets were found 
in Temple Library after the first of March. Another question, I think, 
was : In what condition were those tablets when Dr. Hilprecht arrived ? 
They were for the greater part boxed and marked and labeled and all 
ready for shipment. I have been asked several times to state very 
definitely about how many tablets were left out for Dr. Hilprecht's 
inspection. I cannot tell you. I do not know. But I can tell you 
this: that a little grape basket contained the number of tablets which 

* [Blank in stenographic record.] 
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were left out for Dr. Hilprecht's examination. I have said there were 
about twenty. If I said fifteen I think I should come nearer the 
truth. I don't want to state that positively. Now I am through. 
Is there anything else, any other point? May I refer to Dr. Ranke 
and ask him if he asked me about any other point? 

Provost Harrison : Do you wish to ask any question in connec- 
tion with this? 

Mrs. Haynes: The questions he asked me, have I covered them? 

Dr. Ranke : I think so. 

Mrs. Haynes: I remember one other point: I have been asked 
very specially with reference to the notebooks — ^as to the^condition of 
my notebooks, and as to whether or not I kept an accurate record of 
everything from the time we went into the field until the day we left 
it. I cannot say yes; that is, I mean by that each day's work was 
represented. At the same time, after Dr. Hilprecht's arrival I was 
asked not to visit the excavations after that. Prior to that time it 
had seemed necessary for me to go to the excavations. One pair of 
eyes could not watch 400 men; consequently I took my place among 
the trenches, a man among the men. Under my husband's direction 
I superintended the work of two small gangs, perhaps 100 or 110 men 
in all, and was at the explorations every day. After Dr. Hilprecht's 
arrival — ^there had been some friction between my husband and the 
architects, and naturally between him and the architects, and the 
architects assailed my husband — and I was requested not to go there. 
It was said that Mr. Geere and Mr. Fisher thought it very unkind in me 
to go there; that I was simply there for — and so forth, and so forth. 
As I said before, I was requested not to go. My records do not 
contain as full an account of the excavations after that time as they 
do before Dr. Hilprecht's arrival. Then with reference to the other 
notebooks : the question has come up as to what became of the note- 
books which were kept by my husband during the time he was at Nippur 
alone. I think possibly, after some thought on the subject, that they 
are the notebooks to which Dr. Hilprecht referred the other day in 
conversation with me. I did not grasp it. I did not take it in that 
those were the notebooks to which he referred. I thought he referred 
to notebooks which were kept during the last expedition. Those little 
statements made up by Mr. Haynes were extracts from my notebooks. 
As a matter of fact the notebooks kept by my husband which covered 
the years 1893, 1894 and 1895, at least the notebooks which covered 
that period when he was at Nippur aJone, were brought home here to 
New York by me in my trunk. A few days after we reached New York 
I received a telegram announcing the death of my brother; and those 
notebooks, with a Nippur map, and a list of the stores at Nippur, and a 
key to the boxes in Constantinople and various things of like character, 
were done up in a package and addressed to Dr. Hilprecht and put on 
the corner of the table in our room. I left New York at that time. I 
know that the notebooks were sent on. I know that those notebooks 
were put by my own hands in those packages. That is all I can say. 
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I brought those notebooks home in my trunk. They were old, black 
books. As I said before, I packed them up in this package, and the 
package was addressed to Dr. Hilprecht. Tliat is all I can say. 

By Mr. Jones: 

Q. Do you remember about how many tablets were excavated 
by the expedition of 1900 altogether? 

A. It occurs to me something over 23,000. I have a record of 
that. 

Q. How many of those were excavated before Dr. Hilprecht 
arrivcKi and about how many afterward? 

A. Really I had never given that any thought. I should say 
perhaps — oh, how many before his arrival and how many after his 
arrival? 

Q. Yes. 

A. The whole number, practically, were excavated before his 
arrival. After his arrival there were very, very few tablets found — just 
an occasional one; just one here and there. They were not working on 
Tablet Hill, or any of the hills that produced tablets; as a matter 
of fact the greater part of the work that was done was on the court 
columns and up along the'old city wall. Before he arrived, the day 
before, there was a jar, I believe, a jar which contained seven tablets 
an4 a brick stand,* that was found away down along the banks of the 
canal ; way down at a point very near to the — on the banks of the canal, 
you might' say, along the city wall. Prior to the time Dr. Hilprecht 
came to the field, and even prior to Mr. Geere and Mr. Fisher's arrival, 
another jar was found containing tablets. That jar was found veiy 

near the court of colunms, in one of the low moimds at .t 

I remember it very particularly because it was sealed with lime 
and the cover was not broken. My husband thought it might arouse the 
curiosity of the Arabs, consequently the man who found it, a young 
fellow named Mahomet(?), and the captain of the little military squad, 
and another servant and myself took that jar to the house in the 
middle of the afternoon, as soon as it was found. We took it there 
and put it in the antiquity room, and it remained there until Dr. Hil- 
precht's arrival. When those things were turned over to Dr. Hilprecht 
that jar was turned over with the rest, and it was opened there on my 
dining-room table, and it contained nine tablets and a small vase. 

Q. When did you say this second vase was found? 

A. I think — I don't want to state positively — ^but I would say 
the day Dr. Hilprecht arrived . It was found along by the city wall, and 
beside the canal. 

Q. I understood you to say two vases had been found, one prior 
to Dr. Hilprecht's arrival? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the other the day of his arrival? 

* [Read ''stamp. "—H. V. H.] 
t [Blank in stenographic record.] 



Digitized by 



Google 



131 

A. I think it was the day of his arrival. I don't want to state 
definitely as to whether it was the day of his arrival. 

Q. Do you recall the contents of the two vases, in the chrono- 
logical order in which they were found? 

A. No, sir; I would not attempt to say that. If you asked me 
what the jars contained I could tell you that. 

Q. Tlie first vase was found prior to Dr. Hilprecht's arrival? 

A. Yes. The jar sealed with lime was found several months 
before Dr. Hilprecht reached Nippur. 

Q. And that is the jar that was kept intact until he broke the 
covering? 

A. Yes, until he broke the covering, after his arrival. 

Q. And did it in the dining-room? And the other jar was found 
on the day of his arrival, as near as you can recall? 

A. Yes, as near as I can recall. I don't state that definitely. 
That was somewhat broken, and contained some loose earth, and 
contained seven tablets and a workstand.* You will find all those 
reported in the report. 

Mb. Jones : Dr. Hilprecht, have you the notebook of Mr. Haynes 
which you showed us the other day? 

Dr. Hilprecht: I don't thiiJc I have it here. I have it at home, 
for a special purpose. I showed it the last time when the Committee 
was in session. I had no notice that Mrs. Haynes was coming, other- 
wise I would have had it. I had a letter from her in which she referred 
to another matter, from which I inferred that she was not coming here 
to-day. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. What was the disposition of those tablets found during the 
expedition of 1900; did they all go to Constantinople first? 

A. They were supposed to go ; yes, sir. They were addressed to 
Constantinople. 

Q. And then from Constantinople certain ones were allowed to 
be sent — 

A. I presume so. 

Q. You understand that to be the disposition that was made of 
them? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Twenty-three thousand were taken from the district designated 
as the Temple Library? 

A. Yes, the greater number of them. Those tablets varied in 
character, as to size, shape and character of the tablet, character of the 
inscription; and some of them on different clay, a lighter-colored clay. 
They were not all of one kind or one style, if I may speak of them in 
that way — the tablets that came from the Temple Library. Some of 
them, I think it has been said, were very archaic. We went in at a 
point — ^in fact, to dig out Dr. Peters' old trench, and the greater part 

♦ [Evidently meaning " brick-stamp.'* — H. V. H.j 
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of these tablets were found right adjoining that same old opening, but 
at a lower level. 

Q. How much, to what difference in depth? 

A. I should say perhaps twenty feet in some places. 

Q. It was a continuation of the trench Dr. Peters had started? 

A. Part of it; yes, sir. 

Q. And continuing that trench I suppose you found some of these 
objects, and in other instances as you went more deep? 

A. We seemed to get into rooms. The tablets seemed to be 
placed in separate rooms, and as we would get into different rooms the 
character of the tablets seemed to differ, and they had the appearance 
of having been just pitched in in that way. We found the greater 
number of them perhaps in the middle room, so to speak, as if they had 
been thrown there from some high shelf or something of the kind, and 
they were so closely interwoven that in many cases the Arabs could not 

use their picks at all, not even their knives, but little bits of * 

to pick the tablets out, they were so mixed. There was one other 
point that I was asked to cover when I was asked these questions. I 
don't mean any one asked me to cover it here. I had been asked with 
reference to certain boxes of antiquities which were not sent out in the 
regular way ; that is, I mean, some boxes which contained some of these 
objects to which I have referred as the most promising finds, and they 
were sent direct to the wife of our Vice-Consul in Bagdad, to Mrs. 
Hurner. They were sent by her husband to her for Dr. Hilprecht, 
and when I visited Mrs. Hurner in London she told me she had received 
these boxes. That is all I know about that. 

There has been at various times a difference of opinion on that 
point — I mean, between my husband and myself. I remember very 
distinctly two such boxes. I know the shape of them and know the 
character of them. My husband contends there were four. I cannot 
tell you whether there were two or four, but these were sent out as 
private property, and sent to Mrs. Hurner, and Mrs. Hurner told me 
when I was over there — 

Provost Harrison : That which Mrs. Hurner told you I should 
think should be stricken from the record. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Did you see these boxes? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you assist in packing them? 

A. Very slightly. The contents of at least one box was packed 
in chopped straw. I had that sent to Dr. Hilprecht's room. Then 
at about the time these gazelle heads were purchased, a number of 
little things, flat things wrapped up in tissue paper — I should say they 
were mother-of-pearl. Dr. Hilprecht, what shall I call that lot of little 
things that were brought there towards the end of the excavations? 

Dr, Hii^precht: Intaglios. 

* [Blank in stenographic record. ] 
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The Witness: Little intaglios. 

Q. Do you remember how many objects were in each of the boxes 
you refer to — a dozen? 

A. I don' t know how they were packed . I should not want to say. 

Q. Would you want to say there were more than a dozen — they 
were small boxes? 

A. One of them was about the size of an ordinary cracker box; 
the other a trifle larger, a longer box, such as we see oatmeal or any 
of the cereals packed in. 

Q. Those boxes were partly made up by you and partly by your 
husband? 

A. I don't say that. They were made up by Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. You assisted in packing one of them? 

A. Not in packing ; no, sir. I didn't put an object in the box, not 
one. 

Q. Who did? 

A. Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. In your presence? 

A. No, in his own room; but they were brought out and marked 
as Dr. Hilprecht's private boxes, and they contained — 

Q. There was no concealment of anything in reference to them? 

A. The only concealment, so far as that is concerned, was that all 
of us were anxious to get them out of the country without anybody 

knowing anything about it, to get them past * 

who was in * at that time. 

Q. What means were adopted to accomplish that? 

A. I think that was the reason of sending them to Mrs. Hurner. 
They were sent as though they were boxes belonging to Mrs. Hurner, 
and held in trust by her for Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. That is a supposition by you. Did you ever see any of those 
objects afterward that were there? 

A. I have not seen the objects themselves ; no, sir. 

Q. You don't know how they reached this country, of your own 
knowledge? 

A. I don't know that they have reached this country. 

Q. You could not designate any specific objects that were put in 
those particular boxes? 

A. I could designate the objects turned over to Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. What were they? 

A. One was a thing that would naturally appeal to a woman, a 

very beautiful * where a priestess is leading her 

husband to the altar. It was a beautiful thing. 

Q. In clay? 

A. In clay, yes. And another was a stele, with a figure at the 
top which I believe was said to be the great god Bel, and underneath or 
just below what seemed to be a platform were a number of figures 

* [Blank in stenographic record. ] 
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which I should have said were worshipers in the attitude of prayer, 
with the head bowed; and a beautiful gold mask, the only one we 

found at Nippur ; a head of Gudea, a Gudean head ; and one of 

* I have seen this larger thing in the Louvre ; the same head 

with a sort of * around the forehead — ^large ones 

there. This was a small one, ^ beautiful little fellow. It has been so 
long since I have thought of them that they have passed out of my 
memory. I think I should recognize the objects very quickly if I 
should see them. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Have you seen a photograph of the mask you spoke of in Mr. 
Fisher's book published by him? 

A. I have never seen Mr. Fisher's book. 

Q. Has any one spoken to you about that being used by him as 
an illustration? 

A. No, sir. I was trying to recall some of the objects. This 
occurs to me: we opened a vault a short time before Dr. Hilprecht 
came out, and there were some beautiful gold objects found in that — 
buckles, large buckles with lions' heads on the buckles, and large gold 
or ruby eyes. Those things were handed over. I am trying to think 
of some of the objects, but no one has ever spoken to me about this 
mask. 

Q. Have you been at the Museum at Constantinople; do you 
know what is on exhibition there? 

A. I passed through there very hurriedly. 

Q. Could you say you saw this mask there? 

A. If I did I don't remember having seen it. I should be inclined 
to say I didn't see it. 

Dr. Ranke : I would Uke to suggest that Mrs. Haynes be asked 
whether these antiquities contained in the two boxes she referred to 
which went to London were purchased or came from excavations at 
Nippur. 

Provost Harrison : I will ask Mrs. Haynes that question. 

A. I certainly had knowledge of everything that was purchased 
at Nippur out of expedition funds, and that is what led me to say that 
unless Dr. Hilprecht made some private purchases, that the boxes 
contained objects which were excavated at Nippur, because, as a 
matter of fact, there were not many purchased objects. I mean by 
that, objects purchased out of expedition funds. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. These buckles you spoke of, was there more than one find? 

A. There was a pair of buckles and a pair of anklets and a good 
many beautiful beads and other ornaments — evidently a man of rank 
buried in the vault. 

Q. You don't know where they are at present? 

A. No, sir. 

♦ [Blank in stenographic record.] 
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(Dr. Hilprecht, on being asked whether he desires to ask Mrs. 
Haynes any questions, hands several questions in writing to Provost 
Harrison.) 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. How many m^n were employed after the first of March and 
down to the date of the termination of the work at Nippur? 

A. I could not tell you; not as many as were employed before 
that. As we got along in the season the men dropped off. We left 
there in May, and went there the first of February. It was just the 
beginning of their harvest season, and a great many of them wanted 
to work in the fields. 

Q. You worked there about two months and a half before Dr. 
Hilprecht arrived and about two months after, or was it February the 
year before? 

A. February the year before. 
: Q. That wa3 1899? 
i A. Yes. 

By Dr. Hilprecht (through the Committee) : 
Q. Was Mrs. Haynes in the fields and trenches of Nippur on 
March 1, the day when I arrived at Nippur, 1900? l_ 

A. I met Dr. Hilprecht at the house. 
Q. The day when Dr. Hilprecht arrived at Nippur? 
A. I met Dr. Hilprecht at the house. I was at the house when 
Dr. Hilprecht arrived. 

Q. Was Mrs. Haynes in the trenches in the afternoon after my 
arrival? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What do you know about a large number of imbaked tablets 
shown me in a special dark room below the sleeping room! of your 
husband, which your husband declared he had reserved for Dr. Hil- 
precht's examination from the Temple Library, which Dr. Hilprecht 
examined and which were not then yet boxed ? 

A. With the exception of the small niunber of tablets which were 
reserved in a grape basket, all the tablets from the Temple Library 
were packed, as I remember it. 

Q. What do you know about the large number of unbaked tablets 
shown me in a special dark room below your sleeping room by your 
husband, which Mr. Haynes declared he had preserved for Dr. Hil- 
precht's examination from the Temple Library, which Dr. Hilprecht 
examined and which were not then boxed? 

A. I don't see how it would have been possible for tablets to have 
been left in the dark room and shown Dr. Hilprecht after his arrival, 
for this reason : I was especially anxious that things about the house 
should be in good order when Dr. Hilprecht came there, that every- 
thing should be tidy; and those tablets were taken out of the antiquity 
room and packed, and I had had that room cleaned before Dr. Hil- 
precht reached Nippur — the floor swept and the room cleaned. 

Q. Do you know that the architects, Fisher and Geere,.were never 
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allowed to be present in the trenches on Tablet Hill, as they reported to 
Dr. Hilprecht, except once, when Dr. Meisner arrived, and then to show 
him how the tablets were dug out? 

A. I have no knowledge on that point at all. My impression is 
that the architects went where they pleased, into any of the trenches; 
and if they were in any way prohibited from going to the Temple 
Library I did not know it. 

Q. Were you present when the gazelle heads were bought from 
the Arabs? 

A. Not when the money was paid ; when the gazelle heads were 
received, yes, sir, I was, but not when the money was paid over. 

By Mr. Jones: 

Q. Was there any entry in the books showing the piu-chase of 
gazelle heads by the funds of the expedition — in your notebooks? 

A. I think so ; certainly entry of the fact that they were purchased 
and the amoimt paid for them. 

Q. I mean the transaction of their purchase? 

A. Yes, sir; I say that without any hesitation. I can send you a 
certified copy of the book. I don't want my book to go out of my 
hands. It is a woman's diary. I would be glad to give you a certified 
copy, or, if absolutely necessary, would bring the diary to you and 
read the extracts to you. I have social reasons for not wanting it to go 
out of my hands. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Are you sure Mr. Haynes was not refunded the money paid for 
the gazelle heads? 

A. No, sir. If you ask me was that money turned back to 
expedition funds, I should say no, sir; if you ask me if Mr. Haynes 
received that money and used it for other purposes or something of that 
sort, I say I don't know. 

Q. You are sure Mr. Haynes was not refunded the money paid 
out for the gazelle heads? 

A. I thought I had answered that question. I mean by that this : 
that as far as I know the money was never refunded. If it were paid to 
Mr. Haynes it was not put back into the expedition funds. 

Q. Are you sure no explorations were made in Tablet Hill after 
Dr. Hilprecht arrived? 

A. Tablet Hill was very, very long. Tablet Hill was a long hill 
that went way over the canal. In following that canal and that long 
wall, they must of necessity have cut through a certain portion of Tablet 
Hill. If you ask me whether anything was done on the Temple Library 
section — that mound which we had known as Temple Library — I 
should say, nothing more than cleaning out this room. 

Q. Define what you describe as the Temple Library, which was 
excavated before Dr. Hilprecht's arrival. 

A. If I were to define as clearly as I can what portion of the 
Temple Library was excavated before Dr. Hilprecht's arrival, is that 
the question? 
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Q. The question is, what you designate as Temple Library at 
Nippur excavated before Dr. Hilprecht's arrival. 

A. That is, as to what portion of the library was excavated? 

Q. What part — ^what you designate as Temple Library excavated 
before Dr. Hilprecht's arrival. 

A. There was no work done on Temple Library at all after his 
arrival. 

Q. What do you designate as the Temple Library, which was 
excavated before his arrival? 

A. When we found this great lot of tablets — ^if I remember cor- 
rectly, we commenced to find them early in January, and they came up 
at such a rapid rate, we foimd so many more than had been found 
prior to that time, that in a personal letter to Dr. Hilprecht my hus- 
band said something like this: "We have found what seems to be the 
Temple Library" — I think he used the words Temple Library; I was 
going to say "City Library," but I don't say he used that — the Temple 
Library ; and from that time on we called it the Temple Library. Aiid 
we did so, as I said before, because it seemed to be a series, I might 
say, of rooms; in each room there were tablets and those tablets very 
often varied in character. I think that gave rise, perhaps, to his idea. 
It was his idea that it was a Temple Library, and he so stated in a 
letter to Dr. Hilprecht, which reached Dr. Hilprecht at Busra. 

Q. About what date was that? 

A. I should say about the latter part of January, 1900. 

Q. I would like to know what part of the drawing before you 
(p. 305) you would designate as the Temple Library. 

A. (Indicates on drawing.) I cannot tell the points of the com- 
pass. 

Q. It was below and to the left of the ziggurat? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How large an area would you credit to the Temple Library? = 

A. I don't know. I would not say it was the largest mound. 

Q. Would you say a quarter of a mile across or a half a mile? 

A. The Temple Library hill was a continuation of this long hill; 
a very low, sandy portion may he^ve extended over on the other side of 
the canal, perhaps so; but the point at which the Temple Library was 
foimd was one of the more prominent points on the hiU. I would not 
like to say it was the largest, and yet I would not say it was not the 
largest. 

Q. Referring to my question, do you think it was a quarter of a 
mile or half a mile across? 

A. It would seem to me it was nearer a quarter of a mile in diam- 
eter, so to speak, than half a mile; yet I would not like to state that 
absolutely, because that never occurred to me. I cannot tell the 
points of the compass as to the location of the Temple Library. 

By Dr. Hilprecht (through Provost Harrison) : 

Q. You refer to a letter written by Mr. Haynes in which he spoke 
of the library as "Temple Library" and not the " City Library." 

10 
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A. Yes. I started to use the word "City Library/' and then I 
remembered he always used the term — 

Q. To whom was that letter addressed? 

A. To Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. Did Dr. Haynes, in the letter you now refer to, not use the 
words "a library" or "a library find/' rather than the words "Temple 
Library" or "Qty Library"? 

A. I have a copy of that letter, and I wish that I might not answer 
until after I have had opportunity to look the matter up. 

Q. Do you not know that immediately after Dr. Hilprecht's 
arrival, with the knowledge of Mr. Haynes, Dr. Hilprecht sent a man 
to Fara and Abu Hatab to make arrangements for Dr. Hilprecht with 
the Arabs to excavate there for him? 

A. I don't know anything about any such arrangement. I do 
know this : that one Shaul, who was our agent at Hillah — ^I cannot 
remember whether he came down to Nippur with Dr. Hilprecht or 
whether he came down at that same time but not with Dr. Hilprecht; 
at any rate, Shaul came there very soon after Dr. Hilprecht's arrival, 
and went out and secured some antiquities. They were small objects, 
and Dr. Hilprecht said he did not want them, that they were trash. 
There were some little duck weights, and Mr. Haynes then purchased 
these duck weights for me, and then Dr. Hilprecht concluded he did 
want them, after that, and they were turned over to him, and he 
returned to Mr. Haynes the money for them. That I do remember, 
but as far as making any arrangements for excavations or anything of 
that sort, I don't know anything about that. 

Q. Do you remember, or not, that Mr. Haynes appropriated 
some of the results of Dr. Hilprecht's private expeditions and dealings 
with the Arabs, carried on in Fara and Abu Hatab at Dr. Hilprecht's 
expense, as personal souvenirs for his wife, and that Dr. Hilprecht took 
him to task for this, in your and the architect's presence, in very sharp 
words? 

A. When were the excavations made at Fara? Dr. Hilprecht 
visited Fara on one occasion. They left the house I should say on Satur- 
day evening— it was just before Easter Sunday — and returned Monday 
evening, and certainly no excavations were conducted at that time. 

Q. "A few days after my arrival in Nippur, excavations made 
by the Arabs who worked under me, at my expense and under my 
command"? 

A. I never heard of any such expeditions. Who conducted 
those excavations? 

Dr. Hilprecht: The Arabs for me. 

Mrs. Haynes: Who superintended the work? 

Dr. Hilprecht: The Arabs for me. 

Mrs. Haynes : When did they report the result of their investi- 
gations? 

Dr. Hilprecht: Whenever they sent over the objects found 
they always sent them to me at Nippur. 
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Mrs. Haynes : I know of no such transaction. I hear of it now 
for the first time. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. No such transaction as Dr. Hilprecht mentions? 

A. No, positively not. 

Q. This is Dr. Hilprecht's question: that your husband appro- 
priated some of the results of Dr. Hilprecht's private excavations at 
Fara and Abu Hatab, carried on at Dr. Hilprecht's expense. 

A. That is absolutely — if it is made as a statement — it is 
absolutely untrue. I would go further and say it is also untrue that 
explorations or excavations were carried on at Fara by the Arabs and 
antiquities brought from there and given to Dr. Hilprecht. 

Q. And then what would be your answer to the concluding part 
of Dr. Hilprecht's question: that Dr. Hilprecht took Mr. Haynes to 
task for this, in your presence and in the presence of the architect, in 
very sharp words? 

A. No such affair ever occurred. There is this, however: when 
Shaul returned with these duck weights, which Dr. Hilprecht said 
he did not want and were trash, he asked me if I had seen them. I 
said yes, and he said, "It is an abominable lot of trash; I don't want 
it." Shaul could not dispose of it to Dr. Hilprecht; he said he did 
not want it at all; and then Shaul took these same antiquities to 
my husband. My husband showed them to me. I said I had seen 
them before; Shaul had shown them to me. My husband asked 
me if I would like to have them. I said I would like to have those 
little duck weights, and he purchased them. I cannot tell you how 
much he paid for them, but they were purchased. Then Dr. Hilprecht, 
who was not feeUng kindly toward me at that time, said he thought 
the only thing to do was to give him the opportunity to take the 
antiquities first, and that the matter should be referred to the Assjo-i- 
ologist. I replied that the Assyriologist had seen those things and had 
said they were worthless, that he did not want them. Mr. Haynes 
told me, in order to have no trouble, to turn them over to Dr. Hilprecht. 
As a matter of fact they were turned over to Dr. Hilprecht. 

By Dr. Hilprecht (through Provost Harrison) : 

Q. Do you mean to say that the gold buckles and other finds 
excavated at Nippur were sent in private boxes to Mrs. Hurner? 

A. I don't mean to say anything of the kind. I don't know what 
became of those objects after they were turned over to Dr. Hilprecht. 
I don't know what became of them. I did not see them after that. 

Dr. Ranke: Mr. Fisher desires to say, in connection with the 
question just answered by Mrs. Haynes, as his name has been mentioned 
as one of the architects who was present at such conversation, that he 
has no memory of a conversation to have taken place in such a way, 
in his presence, as Dr. Hilprecht just referred to. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Dr. Hilprecht would like it a matter of record that he has 
desired the testimony of Mr. Haynes, but would like to learn from you 
that his health is not in condition to allow him to be present. 
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A. He could not be present. 

Q. Is there any immediate prospect that the condition of Mr. 
Hay lies would permit his coming here soon? 

A. I fancy probably he could stand the trip physically. I saw 
Dr. Haynes day before yesterday — ^two or three days ago, Tuesday — 
and talked with him for a few minutes, and for perhaps fifteen or 
twenty minutes his mind was reasonably clear, then his brain grew 
very weary, and that is as much as I can say. 

Q. So that there is practically no immediate expectation of his 
being able to come here? 

A. No, sir. 

Mrs. Haynes: Will Dr. Hilprecht tell me just how many of the 
finds he would expect to receive from an expedition sent out among 
Arabs and conducted by Arabs, when we must watch them every 
minute to keep them from purloining things — ^just how many of the 
finds he would expect to receive as a result of the labors of such an 
expedition. They are the most thieving lot of individuals that ever 
existed on top of sod, and the further south you go the worse they are. 

Provost Harrison: Dr. Hilprecht is at liberty to answer the 
question. 

Dr. Hilprecht: There is constantly going on a great deal of 
steaUng in connection with any kind of an expedition to Babylonia. 
The writings of my predecessors are full of it; in fact, Dr. Haynes sent 
here a number of boxes as private property which he bought from the 
Arabs in the neighborhood of Nippur and otherwise. Mr. Samuel 
Houston has a letter from him in regard to receiving some money for 
antiquities which they stole some time ago. It would be impossible 
for me to give any exact figure as to the percentage of such stealings 
with regard to the entire amount excavated. 

Mrs. Haynes : Does Dr. Hilprecht know of any other expedition 
in that section of the world which has been conducted by Arabs other 
than those which he reported he conducted among the natives at 
Nippur? 

Dr. Hilprecht: Your Committee has not yet ruled that the finds 
made at Fara are under discussion at this time. If you decide so I am 
ready to answer. 

Mr. Jones: I think the question is a proper one, relating to 
objects given to the University by Dr. Hilprecht and the circumstances 
of their acquisition. 

Dr. Hilprecht: Then I am prepared to say that, as you will find 
referred to in my book on the history of the excavations in Babylonia 
and Assyria, it was the custom, in the excavations in charge of Mr. 
Rassam, to have some conducted almost exclusively by the Arabs at 
Abu Hatab, at Babylon, at Calah, at Nineveh, at Balawat; and there 
are other places. 

Mrs. Haynes: From what source did Dr. Hilprecht obtain the 
instruments and implements which were used by those Arabs in making 
the excavations at Fara? 
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Dr. Hilprecht: Am I expected to answer that question? 

(The Conunittee decide that it is a proper question.) 

Dr. Hilprecht: They used their own instruments. 

Mrs. Haynes: What were they? 

Dr. Hilprecht: I could not very well answer how they did it, 
since they conducted them in my absence. I could not speak as to the 
exact utensils. They are secondary in importance. The question is, 
that they excavated, not how they excavated. 

Dr. Ranke : Mr. Fisher asks me to make in his behalf two short 
statements in reference to what has been said between Dr. Hilprecht 
and Mrs. Haynes. The first is, that Dr. Hilprecht's memory must be 
faulty concerning a certain point, namely, that Mr. Fisher as well as 
Mr. Geere never had been in the trenches of the Temple Library 
excepting on one occasion, when Mr. Fisher showed Dr. Meisner the 
trenches and showed him around there. Mr. Fisher says his distinct 
recollection is that he was quite a number of times, he as well as Mr. 
Geere, in the trenches of the Temple Library, but this was the only 
occasion when he saw how the tablets were laid out on the shelves. 
The second remark that Mr. Fisher desires to make is, that Mr. Geere, 
as well as Dr. Haynes, who accompanied Dr. Hilprecht on the short 
trip to Fara, used their time as officials of the expedition, used their 
bedding from the expedition, used their food and so forth from the 
expedition, and that the workmen who went along and conducted these 
short excavations at Fara were paid by the expedition. 

Provost Harrison : Unless Mrs. Haynes desires to produce her 
notebook, which she has permission to do, at the next meeting of this 
Committee, of which ample notice will be given, all questions of accusa- 
tion or criticism of Dr. Hilprecht are now ended. And the Committee 
desires that to be understood by all parties. If Mrs. Haynes desires to 
produce her notebook at another meeting of the Committee we will 
receive the notebook, and notice will be given to Mrs. Haynes in time 
to produce it if she so desires; but no testimony will now be received, 
nor further statements on the part of the critics or accusers of Dr. 
Hilprecht, so that the time is now come for Dr. Hilprecht to make his 
answers. 

Mrs. Haynes: I find myself in a very pecuhar position. I am 
perfectly willing to submit my notebooks ; that is, to give certified state- 
ments to be quotations or extracts from my notebooks, or to give any- 
body the benefit of the points in them as regards the question at issue. 
At the same time I am not preferring charges against Dr. Hilprecht, 
and should only do so in case I were requested to do so. 

Provost Harrison: Would you allow a representative of the 
University to go to Boston and take full extracts of all that he may 
find necessary to take, in his judgment, excluding matters of private 
concern to you, and keep them in Boston, certify to their accuracy, 
and compare them in your presence and transport them to the Com- 
mitt^? 

Mrs. Haynes : Yes, I have no objection to that at all. 
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Provost Harrison: We can arrange for that to be done? 
Mrs. Haynes: Yes. 

[February 20, 1908, Provost Harrison advises me that no repre- 
sentative of the University went to Boston to take extracts from the 
notebooks of Mrs. Haynes and that she sent no copies of extracts 
therefrom to the Committee. — H. V. H.] 

Dr. Hilprecht asks Mr. Fisher, through the Conmiittee, the follow- 
ing question : 

Q. Have you personal knowledge that the trip to Fara, and so 
forth, was paid out of the expedition funds? 

Mr. Fisher : The stores of the expedition were used, the canned 
goods and bedding — Mr. Geere and Mr. Haynes' bedding were used, 
and also their salaries for the days they were there were supplied 
regularly. They might have been refunded. I don't know whether 
their salaries were refunded or not. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Mr. Fisher, do you or do you not know whether the cost of the 
expedition to Fara was ultimately charged to the expedition funds? 

A. I don't know about that. I don't know what arrangements 
were made afterward. 

Q. That was the general question; now a more particular one: 
do you or do you not know whether the workmen engaged in the 
excavations of the expedition to Fara were paid by the expedition 
funds? 

A. They were some of our own men. The foreman of the gang, 
for instance, was taken along. 

Q. Do you know whether or not they were ultimately paid by 
the expedition funds? 

A. No, I don't know. 

Q. You don't know? 

A. No. 

Q. Were you at Fara? 

A. No, I did not go there. I remained at Nippur. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the men who went to Fara, who 
you say were your men who were working at Nippur, took any part in 
the actual working at Fara? 

A. No, I don't know. 

(Close of evidence on the part of Dr. Hilprecht's critics.) 



1932 Locust Street, 
Philadelphia, April 6, 1905. 
Provost Charles C. Harrison, LL.D., Chairman of Special 

Committee of the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania : 
Dear Dr, Harrison: — Having carefully considered all the docu- 
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ments, of which copies have been furnished to me, that are before 
the Special Committee of the Board of Trustees, convened as a Court of 
Inquiry, I am entirely unable to perceive that any charges whatever 
now exist against me, to which I can be properly required to make 
answer. 

I assumed that the communications received by a Trustee of the 
University in January of this year from Rev. Dr. John P. Peters were 
intended to be charges, and immediately upon learning their purport 
made formal request to you by letter of January 24, 1905 [see p. 9, 
above], for an investigation thereof by the Trustees of the University. 
It now develops that Dr. Peters no longer prefers any charges 
against me.. In his letter to you of March 24, 1905 [see p. 4, above], 
he states, ''I did not wish to make charges," and in his "State- 
ment Prepared to be Submitted to the Trustees of the University 
of Pennsylvania, at the Request of the Provost" (received March 30, 
1905) [see p. 18, above], he states, "I dojnot appear as presenting 
charges or as a prosecutor." 

The letter to you of Prof. J. Dyneley Prince of March 28, 1905 
[see p. 18, above], purports only to be a statement as to the recording 
and labeling by me of objects in the University Museum, as to which 
there never has been, is not now and cannot be any material dispute. 

The letter of Dr. Morris Jastrow, Jr., of March 29, 1905 [see p. 9, 
above], declares, **I do not feel it inciunbent upon myself to appear 
as the accuser," and in his letter of April 1, 1905 [see p. 22, above], he 
reiterates this position in "conve5dng his views" thus: "At the same 
time I wish to emphasize my position, as clearly defined in my letter 
of March 29, that while I am very glad to appear as a witness in the 
investigation, I do not conceive it to be my duty to act as an accuser, 
and must respectfully decline to do so." 

In his letter to you of April 3, 1905, Dr. Herman Ranke styles his 
accompanying document [see p. 29, above] his "statement," and 
neither his references therein to "the charges brought against Dr. Hi V: 
Hilprecht by the Rev. John P. Peters," nor the allusions contained in 
the "statement" of Dr. Jastrow to "the charges publicly brought by 
Dr. Peters against Dr. Hilprecht," can transform into charges against 
me statements made by Dr. Peters which he refuses to present as 
charges, or make him my accuser when he expressly disavows such a 
role. 

It surely cannot be the purpose of your Committee to require or 
desire me to reply to the views and criticisms of my methods volun- 
teered by associates in the University's work (whose competency as 
critics I cannot concede), thus based on premises without foundation 
in fact; and if the matter rested alone upon the documents above men- 
tioned, I firmly believe that at a session of your Committee, with Dr. 
Peters present, I could define and explain my position in such a way 
that, in all probabiUty, the seemingly opposing views of Dr. Peters and 
myself could be reconciled upon this subject, as to which I think Dr. 
Peters has formed an erroneous conception and possibly been misled. 
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I am, however, aware that the various communications of Dr. 
Peters, considered in connection with the widespread newspaper 
discussion referring thereto, must be regarded by the Trustees, by your 
Committee and by myself as practically constituting a charge that no 
Temple Library has been discovered at Nippur, which must be met by 
the University and by me and absolutely refuted to the satisfaction of 
the scientific world. 

To this end, and with the desire to speed and fully aid every 
phase of investigation and action contemplated by your Committee, 
I shall place in your hands by noon on Monday next my statement in 
reply to the matters covered by the documents now before your Com- 
mittee, and be prepared at any time thereafter to present my proofs 
in support thereof, including numerous tablets undoubtedly acquired 
and discovered by "The Babylonian Expeditions of the University of 
Pennsylvania," in those mounds designated by me as the site of the 
Temple Library at Nippur. 

I feel further that it must be conceded to be my right, for the honor 
of the University and myself, to now demand that a meeting be 
speedily called at which my proofs can be presented, and the Nippur 
tablets I shall produce be themselves then submitted to experts 
invited to attend, competent to interpret to your Committee the 
contents of the several classes of tablets. 

Since Prof. Robert Francis Harper, of the University of Chicago; 
Dr. David W. Myhrman, of the University of Uppsala (at present at 
79 Oxford Street, Cambridge, Mass.), and Prof. A. T. Clay, of our 
University, have all accepted assignments to edit volumes dealing with 
tablets from the Temple Library at Nippur, it seems essential that 
they all be requested to appear; and Dr. Hugo Radau (368 Wells Street, 
Chicago), formerly Honorary Fellow in Assyriology at our University, 
by reason of his special knowledge of early Babylonian inscriptions, 
and Prof. D. G. Lyon, of Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass., the 
"Father of American Assyriology," ought certainly to be invited to 
aid your Committee in this matter. 

I urge the calling of a meeting at the earliest possible time in the 
coming week, and am prepared to join with your Committee in all 
measures that may be necessary to procure the attendance of the 
gentlemen I have named. 

Permit me to renew my request that I be furnished with a copy of 
the resolution of the Board of Trustees under which your Committee 
acts [see pp. 6f ., above], and of the minutes of your session on March 
30, 1905. I 

Yours very truly ,1^1 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 
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University of Pennsylvania. 
Provost, Charles C. Harrison. 

OFFICE OF the PROVOST. 

400 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, April 14, 1905. 

Dear Dr, HUprecht: — ^Referring to your statement, under date of 
April 6, 1905, I write to inform you that you are at liberty to invite 
the attendance, as experts on your behalf, of Messrs. Harper, Myhrman, 
Clay, Radau and Lyon (without expense to the University); and I 
doubt not that the Committee will support me when I say to you that, 
if there be others whose testimony you desire to submit as experts 
upon your behalf, they will also be heard. 

1 write, also, to say that the Committee is willing that yourself, 
or anyone interested, can be accompanied by an assistant or adviser, 
who is, however, not to take part in the proceedings without the consent 
of the Committee. 

For the purposes indicated in the above note, a meeting of the 
Committee wUl be held in the Board Room of the Real Estate Trust 
Company (southeast corner of Broad and Chestnut Streets), on Satur- 
day morning, April 22, at 11 o'clock. 

Very truly yours, 

Charles C. Harrison, Provost, 

To Dr. H. V. Hilprecht, 

1932 Locust Street, Phila. 



1932 Locust Street, April 15, 1905. 

Provost Charles C. Harrison, LL.D., 
University of Pennsylvania : 

Dear Dr. Harrison: — I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter 
of April 14, 1905, and since your Committee does not intend to write 
to the five gentlemen mentioned in my statement of April 6, 1905, to 
appear before them, I shall at once urge them all (except Prof. Clay) 
to come to Philadelphia, entirely at my expense, to attend the meeting 
you have fixed for Satm*day, April 22, 1905, at 11 o'clock, for their 
examination. 

As, however. Prof. Clay is a member of the University Faculty 
and an assistant to me, I do not deem it my province to either obtain 
or object to his attendance before and examination by your Committee. 

Yours very truly, 

H. V. Hilprecht. 
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Herman V. Hilprecht, 
1932 Locust Street, 

PHILADELPHIA. 

April 14, 1905. 

My dear Harper: — In order to have the entire matter discussed in 
the newspapers sifted thoroughly by the Court of Inquiry, called at my 
demand by the Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, 
I have requested that Court to call you as a leading speciahst to examine 
several hundred clay tablets from the Temple Library at Nippur, in 
order to express a scientific opinion as to their contents, and to testify 
upon the basis of your own critical examination whether I was justified 
in speaking of the discovery of the Nippur Temple Library in a certain 
mound of the ruins. Most of the tablets are written in Sumerian and, at 
the same time, in the ancient Babylonian characters. Only few special- 
ists in this country are able to read and interpret them. Therefore I call 
upon you as one of them. The Court of Inquiry has allowed me to call 
the specialists, at my expense. Will you then do me the favor and come 
over next week on Wednesday to Philadelphia, as my guest, read a few 
hundred of these old Babylonian tablets, or 1,000, 2,000 if you desire, 
of them, determine their general or precise contents, and report on them 
at the meeting of the *' Court of Inquiry" called for the report from 
specialists on April 22, at 11 A.M. As stated above, I shall pay all your 
expenses from Chicago to Philadelphia and back, entertain you here 
and whatsoever you may charge for the time given to your expert work. 
Please do come, for the sake of science ! 

You may perhaps say : I have the utmost confidence in you as a 
scholar and as a man, and therefore do not need any proof until the 
announced volumes are out. The announcement on the back of Ranke's 
book, bearing the imprint of the University of Pennsylvania, is enough 
for every Assyriologist. Or you may feel inclined to say that you 
have already expressed your strong belief in the existence and dis- 
covery of the Temple Library of Nippur by associating yourself with 
our work in the official publication of the letters.* This is all very 
well for me personally — Lyon has written even a public letter to the 
Philadelphia Press, voicing a similar sentiment — ^but I must stop these 
miserable intrigues against the University of Pennsylvania and myself, 
out of justice to everybody not famiUar with the facts. In the 
interest of a higher cause, therefore, I ask you kindly to consider my 
request favorably and to appear before the "Court of Inquiry," with 
whose approval I write this note, next week. 

If, however, notwithstanding my earnest pleading, you should 
not be able to come, then I request you at least to express an official 
expert opinion on this whole question of the discovery of the Temple 
Library, on the basis of our annoimcements and your association with 
our work, and my standing as a scholar and as a man, as you view me. 

* By the way, I have found a good many more since I wrote you last. 
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In order to be able to report to the Court the result of my official 
communication with you, kindly answer at your earliest convenience. 

In a week I expect this matter to be finished. Immediately 
afterwards I expect to start for Constantinople, when of course I shall 
represent the cause of your University and Expedition faithfully. I 
shall also answer your last note fully before I leave. With kind 
regards and warm wishes for your brother. 

Yours very sincerely, 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 

Of course you understand that you must not make public any- 
thing at present, until the Committee has completed its work. And 
if you should not come, any views you may send will be presented to 
the Committee and be made part of their proceedings. 

H. V. H. 
To Prof. Robert Francis Harper, Chicago University. 



Herman V. Hilprecht, 
1932 Locust Street, 

PHILADELPHIA. 

April 15, 1905. 

My dear Lyon: — ^The ** Court of Inquiry," called by the Board of 
Trustees at my demand to investigate the charges preferred against me 
by Dr. Peters, Dr. Jastrow and associates, while declining to call the 
leading American specialists itself, has granted me (letter from the 
Provost, April 14) the privilege to call experts, at my own expense, to 
Philatdelphia, to pronounce a scientific opinion with regard to our dis- 
covered Temple Library. I have mentioned you &st among the 
American specialists, as *Hhe Father of American Assyriology,'' 
especially capable of reading and interpreting the early Babylonian 
tablets of our library, often written in Sumerian, to the Court of 
Inquiry in proof of my claim. A few hundred will probably suffice, 
but of course you can have 1,000, 2,000, as many as you want from our 
opened and unopened boxes. They cover practically all the branches 
of Babylonian literature thus far known, by far more branches than I 
announced on the back of Dr. Ranke's book sent to you. 

Will you do me the great favor to come to Philadelphia as my 
guest next Wednesday, April 19, work a few days over the enormous 
material and read the tablets to the Court of Inquiry at its next session, 
called for the special purpose, Saturday, April 22, at 11 A.M.? I know 
you have already expressed yourself strongly in your open letter to 
The Press on the subject, concluding: "If tablets which justify these 
titles have come from a particular mound near the ruins of the temple 
(as indeed they have by the thousands), the conclusion would seem 
natural that the mound was the site of the Temple Library." In order 



Digitized 



by Google 



148 

to enable you to judge uninfluenced by my reading, I first of all shall 
hand over to you several hundred (or 1,000 and more, if you want) 
tablets of that early Ubrary not yet classified by me — all written in the 
ancient Babylonian script of the third pre-Christian millennium — ^that 
you may determine their contents and read them to the Court of 
Inquiry independently. Then I shall place a large number before you 
which I determined, that you may report whether my readings and 
interpretations are correct. 

Please do not fail to come, for the sake of science and the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania, whose fair name, together with my honor, has 
been attacked so miserably. 

K, however, notwithstanding my earnest pleading for your pres- 
ence, you should feel unable to attend — ^what I do not hope — then 
please express at least a scientific opinion on the basis of what has been 
announced on the back of Ranke's book as forthcoming volumes by 
Harper, Myhrman, myself and Clay and on the basis of this conmiuni- 
cation. I also hope that you may feel inclined to take a volume on 
Sumerian texts yourself, though you formerly declined in view of your 
health, in order to help to convince every real scholar at the eariiest 
time possible that we have the Temple Library of Nippur. 

I also would request you to send me surely and soon a copy of 
your letter sent to The Press j as referred to above, signed by your own 
hand, in order to make sure to us thsit-The Press printed it correctly. 
I do not want to have you drawn into this controversy, but who but 
our leading American specialists are able to determine whether I am 
correct, and to say whether I have their full confidence in this matter? 

With kindest regards and the earnest request to answer immedi- 
ately by sending your official answer to me in regard to my above 
request. 

Yours very sincerely, 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 

To Prof. D. G. Lyon, Cambridge, Mass. 



Herman V. Hilprecht, 
1932 Locust Street, 

PHILADELPHIA. 

April 15, 1905. 

My dear Dr, Myhrman: — "The Court of Inquiry," called by the 
Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania at my demand 
to investigate the charges preferred against me by Dr. Peters, Dr. 
Jastrow and associates, while declining to call leading experts itself, 
has granted me (in accordance with an official note from the Provost, 
dated April 14) the privilege to call experts, at my own e^qpense, to 
Philadelphia, to pronounce a scientific opinion with regard to our dis- 
covered Temple Library. Though you apparently fully believe in it, 
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having accepted a volume on Sumerian texts from this library in our 
official publication edited by myself, yet, if you have had any praxis 
in deciphering unbaked cuneiform tablets written in ancient Babylonian 
characters of the third pre-Christian millennium, I would ask you to 
do me the favor to come down to Philadelphia, next Wednesday, April 
19; to examine say a few hundred of these tablets (or 1,000 or more, 
just as many as you want), and to read them to the Court of Inquiry at 
its next session called for this special purpose on Saturday, April 22, 
at 11A.M. 

If, however, for some reason you should be unable to come, then 
I would ask you kindly to address an official note to me with regard to 
my claim on the basis of the announced volumes, and with regard to 
my standing as a scholar on the basis of your study of my works and 
your personal relation with me. 

Earnestly hoping that you may be able to come and interpret a 
number of tablets to the Court next week, I am, with kindest regards. 

Yours very sincerely, 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 

Please keep the whole matter out of pubUcity for the present. 

H. V. H. 



[Telegram.] 

Philadelphia, April 17, 1905. 
Dr. Hugo Radau, 368 Wells Street, Chicago, 111. : 

Investigating Committee has ruled it will not invite experts to 
testify, but has set Saturday, April twenty-second, for hearing those 
produced by parties. Come sm*ely, at my expense, as my guest in 
hotel, arriving Wednesday night or early Thursday at latest. Answer 
by telegram; my letter follows. 

HiLPRECHT. 



Herman V. Hilprecht, 
1932 Locust Street, 

PHILADELPHIA. 

April 17, 1905. 
Dear Dr, Radau: — "The Court of Inquiry" has allowed me to call 
a number of experts to testify, on the basis of their examination of 
original material, whether my claim is justified that we have dis- 
covered the Temple Library of Nippur. Will you then do me the 
favor to come over to Philadelphia, at my expense and as my guest 
(in the Hotel Walton during yom* stay in Philadelphia), on Wedn^ay 
night (April 19) or on Thursday morning at the lat^t, and examine 
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material catalogued by me, to testify to the correctness of my inter- 
pretation, and also tablets not catalogued by me, in order not to appear 
to have influenced you in my reading. 

All the material that you can possibly go over till Saturday is at 
your disposal. On Saturday, April 22, at 11 A.M., a special meeting 
has been called to hear the reports from the experts with regard to the 
Temple Library. I do not know who will come. Three more besides 
yourself have been invited. I hope every one will appear, in order to 
make the investigation as searching as possible and the report as com- 
plete as possible. I expect to send you a telegram to-day, besides, that 
you may be enabled to make your arrangements even before this 
letter reaches you. I shall look forward with the greatest pleasure to 
welcome you here, for my own sake and for the cause of science. Kindly 
send me word by wire as to whether you can come and by which train 
you will arrive, that I may meet you at the station (Pennsylvania 
R. R.). 

Thanking you heartily in advance for this favor and also for your 
last warm words, I am, 

Yours very sincerely, 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 



EVIDENCE IN BEHALF OF DR. HILPRECHT. 

Provost Harrison reads copy of note sent by him to Dr. Hilprecht, 
stating that Dr. Hilprecht was at Uberty to invite the attendance, as 
experts in his behalf, of Messrs. Harper, Myrhman, Clay, Radau and 
Lyon [see p. 145, above]. 

Dr. Hilprecht reads statement as follows : 

April 22, 1905. 

Mr. Provost and Gentlemen of the Committee: — In my preliminary 
answer of April 6, 1905, 1 urged that, for reasons therein stated, Prof. 
Robert Francis Harper, Dr. David W. Myhrman, Prof. A. T. Clay, Dr. 
Hugo Radau and Prof. D. G. Lyon be invited as experts to aid your 
Conamittee in its investigations, and expressed my willingness to join 
with you in all measures necessary to procure their attendance. 

Upon receiving the letter of the Provost of April 14, advising that 
I could invite these experts to attend (without expense to the Univer- 
sity), to testify at a meeting specially called for their examination on 
April 22, at 11 o'clock, I indicated in a letter to the Provost, dated 
April 15, 1905, my reasons for neither procuring nor objecting to the 
attendance and examination of Prof. Clay, and immediately wrote to 
all the other gentlemen, urging that they come to Philadelphia on 
Wednesday, the 19th instant, and remain as my guests, for the pur- 
pose of examining tablets from the Temple Library at Nippur and 
giving their testimony to-day. 
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Prof. Harper has advised me that he cannot come to Philadelphia, 
and that he does not wish to take part in the investigation being con- 
ducted by your Committee. Prof. Lyon has, in like manner, indicated 
his inability to come here and expressed his unwillingness to make any 
official commimication, beyond aflftrming the authenticity of a letter 
he wrote to the Philadelphia Press^ as published therein in its issue of 
April 1, 1905. I present herewith his certificate to that effect, dated 
April 19, 1905, to which I have attached the publication from the 
Press, and ask that both be made a part of the record of your pro- 
ceedings, in order that you may have before you Prof. Lyon's definition 
of a Temple Library. 

Dr. Myhrman advised me that he could not reach Philadelphia 
earlier than the night of April 21, expressing at the same time his 
wilhngness to come. I at once strongly urged him by telegram to be 
present at this meeting, but have no further advice from him. I may 
still be able to procure his attendance at a later meeting, if you will 
designate a time which will permit reasonable notice to Dr, Myhrman. 
I request the selection of Thursday, April 27, 1905, for such a meeting. 

Dr. Radau has come to Philadelphia, made examination of tablets, 
and is now present as an expert witness. I ask that he now be per- 
mitted as an expert to read to your Committee his views, and that he 
thereafter be questioned in such manner and to such an extent as you 
deem proper. 

(Letter of Prof. Lyon to Dr. Hilprecht, referred to in the latter 's 
statement, is as follows :) 

"Cambridge, Mass., April 19, 1905. 

*^My dear Hilprecht: — My note in the Press of Philadelphia of 
April 1, 1905, is correctly printed, excepting a mistake in the word 
lexicographical. 

"Yours faithfully, 

(Signed) "David Gordon Lyon.'' 

The Press article referred to follows : 

"Dr. Lyon's Attitude. 

"Dr. David Gordon Lyon, of Harvard University, who figured in 
the controversy a few weeks ago, makes the following statement in a 
letter to The Press: 

"There has recently come to my notice your issue of March 6, 
containing the report of an interview with me on the subject of a 
library at Nippur. Will you allow me space to say that it was not my 
intention in that interview to express an opinion on the points now in 
controversy between Dr. Hilprecht on one side and Dr. Peters and 
others on the other side? Indeed, at the time of the interview I did 
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not know precisely what the controversy was, nor who were engaged 
therem. I was informed that the discovery of a library at Nippur had 
been questioned, and my opinion was asked. Everything turns, of 
course, on your definition of 'library/ If you mean collections of clay 
books, or the rooms in which such books are kept, then a hbrary or, 
more correctly, libraries do seem to have been found at Nippur. This 
is the only sense in which I expressed an opinion, fortifying that opinion 
by reference to the fact that such Ubraries have been found at various 
other points. Library in the sense of literary works, like the library of 
Assurbanipal at Nineveh, or in the sense of temple archives, did not 
enter into my consideration* It was furthest from my thoughts to 
say that the Temple Library at Nippur had been found. That is a 
subject on which I have not yet seen sufficient evidence to form a 
defiiiite opinion. But all who are interested will note with pleasure 
that evidence on this subject is promised in the pubUcation of inscrip- 
tions. Among the announcements by the Babylonian Expedition of 
the University of Pennsylvania are volumes on mathematical and 
astronomical tablets, syllabaries and laxicographical tablets, Sumerian 
texts, and administrative archives from the time of the Cassite rulers. 
If tablets which justify these titles have come from a particular mound 
near the ruins of the temple, and exclusively from that spot, the con- 
clusion would seem natural that this moimd was the site of the Temple 
Library." 

Provost Harrison: We are now ready to hear the statement 
from Dr. Radau. Dr. Radau, what is your present position? 

Dr. Radau: My present position is simply that of a private 
citizen. I have neither position nor anything. I pursue my own 
private studies at the Chicago Libraries. 

(Statement of Dr. Hugo Radau is as follows :) 

Upon the request of Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, Scientific Director of 
the Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania, I have 
examined dmring the last forty-eight hours more than 300 tablets 
belonging to the University of Pennsylvania, and coming from the 
Temple of En-lil or Bel in Nippur. This examination was done with 
the view of estabhshing the general character and contents of the 
tablets thus submitted, more especially with the view whether those 
tablets in question, which constitute only a very small part of the 
whole collection, would justify a scholar and expert to maintain that 
they form a part of the Temple Library of Nippur. 

Suppose if anyone of us here present would excavate or clear away 
the rubbish that accumulated on a city that had been destroyed say 
by war, and he found after the rubbish had been cleared away a veiy 
large house or a group of buildings in this destroyed city, and in this 
house a room or possibly two or more rooms, with leaves of paper also 
scattered all over the ruins, partly soiled, partly whole and complete, 
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partly blank, partly written or printed upon, sometimes detached, 
sometimes in connection with other leaves, being in the same state of 
preservation; and if he furthermore found a number of books more or 
less complete — ^books dealing with all kinds of subjects: theology, 
religion, history, chronology, astronomy, astrology, language, arithme- 
tic, drawing, surveying, mythology, hymnology, devotion (prayer), 
etc., etc., and if these books or leaves of paper exhibited the first 
efforts of pupils in spelling, writing and grammar, if they showed so- 
called "preparations" made by pupils when trying to translate from 
one language into another — ^if, furthermore, among these books and 
leaves of paper were found samples of writing, either of words or syl- 
lables or whole sentences, which, on account of their accurate and 
precise execution, had to be pronounced as so-called "standards for 
copying," and again other samples which, on account of the crudeness 
of their execution, had to be termed copies by scholars — ^if, I say, all 
these varieties of leaves of paper and books, embracing all possible 
branches of knowledge and science and literature, dealing with these 
very rudiments up to the highest perfection, were found by one of us 
in such a house or group of houses — ^what would be the first inference, 
what would be the conclusion of this our discovery thus made? Why, 
we all would exclaim : We have found the school^ the seat of learning 
of that city — a school in which pupils were taught not only the first 
principles (the A, B, C), but a school vrith a complete library of all 
branches of science, a school which was not only a primary, grammar 
and high school, but also a college and a university. 

Suppose now, further, one of us would continue this excavation 
and would be clearing away the rubbish at another end or side of that 
large house or group of buildings, and he also would find some leaves 
of paper or books, which upon a closer examination would prove to 
belong, according to their contents, to the same library or a similar 
library — ^what would be his inference, his conclusion in this case? 

He would conclude only one of three things : (1) the last mentioned 
leaves of paper or books formed part of another or rival library, or (2) 
they belonged to the one great seat of learning already referred to, 
having simply been loaned out at the time when the city was destroyed, 
©r (3) those leaves or books were scattered to that somewhat distant 
place from the original library by means of force, of war, of destruction, 
which laid the city with its seat of learning in ruins. 

The first alternative, although possible nowadays, is, however, 
completely out of the question when we speak of the ancient 
Babylonian times. 

In ancient Babylonian times a city had only one supreme god, one 
temple, one seat of learning, one library. True it is that also other 
gods were worshiped in connection with that one god; but they never 
had a rival temple, but only a " shrine " in that one " great temple " — ^the 
temple of the "city god." An exact analogy to this we find in the 
Middle Ages in the monasteries. A monastery may be rightly called a 
"large house," a group of houses; as such it embraced different builc'- 
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ings: a building where the monks slept, where they ate, where they 
taught, where they copied and wrote books, a place where their library 
was housed, a site where their "place of worship" was situated, a house 
where they administered the business affairs of the monastery and 
executed judgment and right. The place of worship, again, had all 
kinds of minor chapels set apart for the different saints and martyrs 
of the church, which minor chapels would thus correspond to the 
"shrines" of the different gods in an ancient Babylonian temple. 
Suppose now we would excavate such a monastery with its different 
buildings, and would happily strike the school with its library contain- 
ing all lands of books on all possible branches of knowledge. Suppose, 
furthermore, that we would excavate at another place of this very same 
monastery, say some thousand feet away from the Ubrary, and would 
also find some books which would, on account of their contents, prove to 
belong also to a Ubrary. Would you conclude that there existed in that 
very same monastery a rival temple with its Ubrary, or would you not 
rather instantly maintain — ^because, first, you know there is only one 
temple with its Ubrary in a monastery, and, second, that the building 
which jdelded those books belonged to the monastery, although it^as a 
thousand feet away from the temple Ubrary — ^would you not, I ask, 
maintain that those books found a thousand feet away from the temple 
and its library belonged to the monastery temple Ubrary, and were only 
taken away from that part of the library for some special reason? 
Surely you would, beyond a doubt. 

Again, let us suppose you read in books which have been excavated 
in a monastery references to a certain very old saint. You are told 
that this saint had his own temple in a certain monastery situated in a 
different city, that this saint was in the oldest times the saint Uke imto 
whom there was no other, that this saint was worshiped in a certain 
city, named in the excavated books; that he had lus own temple, 
also named in those same books, and that there was connected with 
that temple of the monastery a very great Ubrary, one so famous that 
even those excavated books describing this saint and his temple and 
its library profess to be copies of the books in that other temple of this 
other old and very famous saint, could you then for a moment doubt 
the truth of the statements contained in those books, without at the 
same time doubting whether they are reaUy the copies they purport to 
be? 

Furthermore, suppose that the excavated books which profess to 
be merely copies of those most ancient books of that other Ubrary of 
the celebrated saint are not only religious, but also astrological and 
astronomical works, would you not expect, if you were to set out and 
discover that other ancient saint's temple and Ubrary, to find likewise 
in it such works as those of which the excavated books profess to be 
copies? 

Again, weaponed with this knowledge obtained from the excavated 
books, you actuaUy do set out for that other city in order to find that 
celebrated saint's temple and Ubrary. You begin to dig, you do not 
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know as yet on what part of the monastery; all you know][is^that the 
city where you excavate must contain that celebrated monastery with 
its different kinds of buildings, among them the temple and library of 
the saint. While thus digging what do you expect to find? Of course 
this: (1) a temple, (2) a library. 

Why do you expect to find this? Simply on the authority of those 
excavated books that were found in another monastery which profess 
to be copies of the originals to be found in the library you want to 
locate. 

With this expectation you go to the city, look over the ruins, and 
while thus examining the ground there strikes you especially a group 
of mounds as important. 

From your knowledge obtained by the excavated copies you think 
that this group of mounds may possibly be the relic of the group of 
buildings of the celebrated monastery. Among this group there is 
again one mound which you think might possibly represent the temple 
with its library. You dig, and — ^well, you find some books. You 
examine these books and find that some are religious, others astro- 
logical, others again astronomical in their character. You dig fm*ther 
at the same place and discover that there are at the present no other 
books to be found. You discontinue your digging. At the next year 
you start again, but at another mound, and here you find thousands 
and thousands of books. You examine these books and find again 
that they represent all branches of literature : religion, history, arith- 
metic, etc., etc. Now, what would you infer from both of these 
"finds"? One thing you would surely maintain, and that is this: that 
the statement of the excavated books mentioned before is correct with 
regard to the existence of a library in this saint's city; in other words, 
those two "finds" will justify you in asserting that you have indeed 
found THE LIBRARY, if not the whole, then at least a very considerable 
part of the same. But would these two finds give us the right to say 
that the place where thousands of leaves of paper or fragments of books 
were found represents also the actual site of the library? Would it? 
No, emphatically, no. Why not? Simply and solely for this reason: 
if the thousands of leaves of paper should turn out to be simply and 
solely say, e.gr., business papers, such as receipts, expenditures, accounts 
of all kinds of legal transactions, etc., etc., then, of course, these leaves 
of papers or fragments of books could never be called a library; they 
merely would justify us to this conclusion, viz., the place where these 
thousands of business records were found represents the site of a 
great bvMness house or office, or administrative section of a business 
house. What then is necessary to force us to the conclusion that the 
place where the thousands of leaves of paper and fragments of books 
were found represents the actual site of the library of the monastery? 
Internal evidence. I say it again, internal evidence is necessary; 
i,e., we have to examine the leaves of paper and fragments of books 
earefully with regard to their contents, and when, while thus examin- 
ing them, we find that those leaves and books deal not only with all 
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kinds of scientific subjects, such as religion, history, artihmetic, astron- 
omy, astrology, etc., etc., but represent actual text or handbooks from 
which, or accoi^ding to which, pupils were taught their own or a foreign 
language, or the grammar of their own or of a foreign language, were 
instructed to multiply, construct sentences, to write and read, then and 
then ordyy on the basis of such an internal evidence, we can, yes, we 
MUST maintain here is the site of a school and of a library of a school 
connected with the monastery. 

What I have mentioned here merely as an hypothetical case has 
actually and historically taken place. 

The excavated books which told us something of that other ruined 
city with its destroyed monastery and temple and the worship of the 
saint are Assyrian clay tablets actually found by Layard and Rassam 
during the excavations at Nineveh in the years 1850-53. They are 
now preserved in the British Museum and bear the following numbers : 
K. 7787; K. 8668; K. 10826; Sm. 491; Sm. 1117; 80-7-19, 64; Bu. 
88-5-12; 11. These numbers might be multiplied, but those given 
will suffice for our purpose here. These numbers are found also in the 
Catalogue of the K. Collection by Prof. Dr. Bezold. 

The Assyrian clay books, the numbers of which we just enumer- 
ated, are partly religious, partly astrological, partly astronomical. 
From them we learn, according to their own explicit statement, that tliey 
are merely copies, copies of older clay tablets to be found in another 
city and another temple library. This other city, we likewise are 
informed by those tablets, is the city of Nippur, excavated by the 
University of Pennsylvania. On the strength of the statements of 
these tablets belonging to the library of Ashurbanipal (668-626) and 
now actually preserved in the British Museum, the University of 
Pennsylvania set out through its different directors to find that 
wonderful city with its wonderful temple and still much more wonderful 
library. And here I must say the eyes of the whole scientific world 
are directed towards the University of Pennsylvania, eagerly and 
impatiently awaiting more detailed accounts of its wonderful work 
and wonderful discovery. 

Did the present Director, Prof. Dr. H. V. Hilprecht, verify the 
statements of the tablets which told us about that venerable and old 
god Bel? Did he discover his temple with its manifold buildings? 
Did he, above all, unearth that wonderful and ancient library which 
contained the originals from which later on copies had been made and 
deposited in the library of Ashurbanipal of Nineveh? 

The University of Pennsylvania, through its scientific representa- 
tive and Director, Dr. Hilprecht, answers upon this question with a 
"i/es"I The University of Pennsylvania and its Director say "t/es," 
because the latter had to say ^^yes/* he was forced to say **yes**; if he, 
the Director, knew anything at all about Babylonian language, he 
could not otherwise but say " yes/' and he did say " Yes." 

This "yes," coming from such a scholar as there is no other on this 
side of the ocean or the other, should it not have sufficed, should it not 
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have been believed, simply and solely on his authority as a scholar and 
a man? Should it not have been believed even at that period when he 
announced for the first time through Prof. Kittel, of the University of 
Leipzig, in a German scientific journal the great discovery of a library 
itvhich will make the University of Pennsylvania forever famous? Or 
does the University of Pennsylvania entrust the directorship of such a 
costly and important undertaking as an Expedition to Babylonia 
necessarily must be to an ignoramus, to a man who, although Professor 
of Babylonian and Director of the Expedition, is not able to read or 
translate Babylonian inscriptions, who does not know what he is talk- 
ing about? Did the University of Pennsylvania, I ask, in all frankness 
and solemnity, choose an incompetent man for its Professor, Repre- 
sentative, Editor and Director? Answer me that, gentlemen of the 
University ! 

And here, I am ashamed to say it, here I am, I, who owe my 
knowledge of Babylonian inscriptions and grammar exclusively to 
Prof. Hilprecht, the Director; I, who never could have written an 
** Early Babylonian History" were it not for the fact that those two in 
every sense masterly books of "Old Babylonian Inscriptions chiefly 
from Nippiu-" were made accessible to me and the learned world in 
general by the scholarship, erudition, learning, and in every way 
faultless translations of some of the oldest and most difficult inscrip- 
tions in the Sumerian language; here I am, I, who never could have 
maintained in my other writings that the worship of Bel with his wife 
BeUt and his son Nin-Girsu formed the pattern "trinity," after which 
the worship of all the other Babylonian gods was formed — a pattern 
which forms the prototype even of our Christian doctrine of the trinity — 
were it not for the books of Hilprecht, who first showed by his pubUca- 
tions of tablets found at Nippur the tremendous influence of Bel of the 
temple of E-kur in Nippur; here I am, I, who never could have written 
my book on "Genesis 1, a Sumerian Theogony and Cosmogony," had it 
not been for the fact that the inscription of Lugalzaggisi was made 
accessible to me through the erudition of Hilprecht — a book the con- 
clusions of which were even accepted by that supposed-to-be-an- 
authority Jastrow, which acceptance would force him to rewrite his 
whole German edition of his "Religion of Babylonia and Assyria" — 
here I am, I say, the pupU to testify for his master that his master is 
scientific in his method, competent in his special field of investigation, 
able to read a Babylonian inscription, capable to determine, on the basis 
of his examination of the tablets coming from the ruins of Babylonia, 
whether those tablets thus examined by him come from Nippur and 
constitute a Ubraryf And here, here is my master and teacher being 
obliged to listen to all this ! This spectacle, this pictiu-e — it is unheard 
of ! Here is my master and teacher being forced, as it were, to call in 
the help of his pupil to save his honor as scholar and man! Can any 
one, I ask you, gentlemen, be put in a more embarrassing position than 
the master and pupil is put in at this very present moment? 

Here I am, a man who has devoted considerable time to the 
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translation of Old Babylonian originals, to testify for a master! And I 
must say, after having examined about 300 tablets of the University of 
Pennsylvania, all of which came from Nippur — ^tablets which form only 
a fraction, and very small fraction at that — ^that those tablets submitted 
to me must be called, and vrUl he called by everyone who is able to read 
originals at all, good and fair representatives of that tremendously 
important Temple Library of Nippur. Call, if you please, upon any 
other scholar, be he French or German or EngUsh, he would be 
obliged, in order to uphold truth as truth, facts as facts, to testify to 
the correctness of my assertions. 

Do you want to know the proof for all this? Here I call upon the 
silent witnesses of ages gone by to testify for that man who presented 
them to you and stands here to-day in that imheard-of position as an 
accused. 

Here is the proof : 

19757 Mathematical (rC/, ma-na). 

19755 Granmaatical and syllabary. 

19758 Obverse hymn, reverse mathematical. 

19753 Syllabary. 

19756 Syllabary. 

8802 Sumerian-Semitic hymn. 

19759 Syllabary (gra^u). 

19792 List of names or officials beginning with "man." 

19760 Mathematical. 

19752 Syllabary, names or officials beginning with "man." 

19754 Religious text. 

4506 Religious text, Sumerian-Semitic. 

19751 Sumerian hymn (incantation). 

19789 Syllabary, gives different kinds of skin (su). j 

19797 Grammatical exercises. 

19823 School tablet without any writing. 

19816 Mathematical tablet (measures: SHU-SI). 

19815 Mathematical (TU, GU). 

19812 List of officials. 

19807 Names beginning with Ur (= "servant"). 
19806 Syllabary. 

19811 Syllabary. 

19810 Syllabary, proper names, beginning with a-mi or i-zi, 

19808 Syllabary. 
19803 Lexicographical. 

10486 Temple document : five sheep are mentioned. 
10343 Part of contract tablet. 
10180 Lexicographical. 
8541 List of different kinds of "wood." 
19788 Grammatical. 
10194 Sumerian-Semitic syllabary. 
19825 Part of religious text. 
10467 Old Babylonian Temple record : offerings for certain gods. 
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19786 SyUabary. 

10805 Fifth tablet of a series of religious texts (incantations). 
Different gods are mentioned. 

10209 Astronomical. 

19822 Syllabary. 

10220 Simierian hymn. 

19821 SyUabary. 

19792 List of officials. 

19802 Grammatical exercises. 

10801 SyUabary. 

10466 Syllabary. 

8538 SyUabary. 

8540 SyUabary. 

6060 ReUgious tablet containing list of gods. 

4502 SyUabary (sign Ust). 

4503 ReUgious tablet. 

4501 Granamatical tablet, etc., etc. 

WhUe examining these tablets submitted to me, I was so over- 
whelmed by the infaUible and absolutely convincing proof that I 
absolutely refused to examine stUl others which the Professor had put 
at my disposal. In this wonderful Temple Library, of which only 
about 15,000 tablets are now in the University of Pennsylvania and 
the others in Constantinople, we have indeed the ancient originals, 
originals having been written about 2,000 years before the library of 
Ashurbanipal even came into existence. Yes, Prof. HUprecht actuaUy 
did discover after his very short examination a syllabary, mmibered 
8803, from which that copy published by Sir Henry RawUnson in the 
first volume of his great book (edited in 1866, i.e., sixteen years after the 
discovery), p. 38, No. 1, and Vol. V, p. 20, No. 2 (edited in 1880, i.e., 
thirty years after the discovery) was made. 

It is, of course, not the place here to draw inferences from the dis- 
covery of this most important of aU Ubraries so far known or unearthed. 
This, however, I wiU and must say: that the University of Pennsylvania 
wiU be in future times the Mecca of all Assyriologists, that they wUl 
flock around its Museum to learn and be taught by the Library of Nippur 
something of the erudition and sagacity of the sages of old, of which we 
a few years ago could not even have dreamed. And the University of 
Pennsylvania wiU for all ages to come erect for itself a monimient 
unequaled by any other, if she goes on in her noble work led by such a 
scholar and man as Prof. Hilprecht is. I therefore, in the interest of 
science and as an expert that was called in here to testify and teU the 
truth, sine ira et studio, earnestly request the University of Pennsylvania 
to retain its present Director, not onl;^ as Editor, which he is now, 
but make him, on account of his unequaled scholarship and scientific 
methods, also the responsible Editor of all the works on the Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania. 

Hugo Radau, A.M., B.D., Ph.D. 

Philadelphia, Pa., AprU 22, 1905. 



Digitized 



by Google 



160 

I desire further to say that I do not know from what expedition 
the tablets came that I examined. I was called upon to examine the 
tablets put before me. I do not know whether they came from the 
third, fourth or firat expedition. That is not what I was called upon to 
determine. I was called upon to determine the character of the tablets. 
I was not asked to translate, but simply to determine the character of 
the tablets. 

(A large number of tablets are exhibited, sixty-one boxed tablets 
and fifty-four unboxed, from the fourth expedition, and seventy-three 
from the first three expeditions, some of which are now examined 
by Dr. Radau, [Prof. Clay and Dr. Ranke and discussed between 
them]). 

Prof. Clay : There is without any question material here which 
indicates that there is a library at Nippur. There is no question of 
that. The material of which we have samples here was found all over 
Nippur. Whether a particular place or spot has yielded anything 
which can be shown to be a Ubrary has not been demonstrated. Here 
is material which Dr. Hilprecht has just referred to, which is supposed 
to have come from the last campaign, and even that we cannot tell 
where it came from, as I am informed that Mr. Haynes boxed up all 
these tablets of the last campaign and made no records and made no 
statement; but the bulk of the material, if I remember rightly, came 
from two places in the temple mound. The term "Temple Library," 
I think, was introduced by Dr. Hilprecht. I would say "the library of 
Nippur," and that it was found in all probability there. Whether it 
has any connection with the temple, beyond the mere fact that every- 
thing in the city, you might say, belonged to the temple, just like the 
City Hall would manage and control everything else, I don't think has 
been shown. A great deal of this material indicates that it was exca- 
vated by Dr. Peters on the second campaign, and he certainly did not 
excavate it in this particular spot. They were found at some other 
place in the mound. There is a map that indicates a Temple Library. 
I have personal knowledge of that. We unpacked that about two 
months ago, taken out of a box from the third campaign. We were 
told not to preserve the number. I do not know where it came from. 
I say this Temple Library is an inference, because it is on the plan. 

Prof. Radau : My position here was not to determine the site of 
the library, but the question is, was there a library in Nippur or not? 

Dr. Ranke : You know it is not denied that there was a Temple 
Library. 

Provost Harrison: Dr. Hilprecht, you have produced Prof. 
Radau as an expert on two questions, as I understand, first, to prove 
the existence, in his belief, of a library, or what he has stated to us to be 
a Temple Library in his opinion; and, second, as I understand, his 
opinion of yourself as a scholar of eminence. I think the Committee 
would like to hear what claim Dr. Radau makes to be considered as a 
competent critic or to give a competent opinion upon these two points; 
that is, as to his educational history, because he is summoned as an 
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expert by you. I think the Committee would like to have knowledge 
as to just what standing Dr. Radau has in the field of Assyriology, and 
as to how he is competent to express such an opinion as he has of you 
regarding your standing in Assyriology. 

Dr. Hilprecht: Dr. Radau is known in Assyriological circles, not 
only in this country but all over Europe, as the author of "The History 
of Early Babylonia," a work which contains for the first time in a 
condensed form what is known and regarded as the material (including 
an analysis of this material) from which the earliest Babylonian history 
is constructed. He also published in connection with it, as a kind of 
Appendix, a number of original documents, which at that time were 
quite hard to decipher, and where he practically laid the foundation 
for the reading of these tablets. He furthermore is very well known as 
an expert in the religious features of Babylonian history; that is, he 
has expressed himself with regard to the history of Babylonian religion 
as such, with regard to the cosmogony, with regard to the theology. 
He has written on the subject books which are quoted and read among 
Assyriological scholars. Therefore I summoned him, not only as an 
Assyriologist in general, but in view of the fact that most of the 
material here is of the older period, as a competent witness who has 
worked on this subject and on the originals, to testify whether this 
class of cuneiform material was thought to have been excavated from 
the Temple Library; and you will understand that it was very difficult 
to find a man sufficiently familiar with the subject to read these tablets 
in the hmited amount of time in which he had to do it. 

Provost Harrison asks Dr. Radau the following question: 

Q. How have you determined in your mind the standing which 
you express as to Dr. Hilprecht — the highest in this country — as an 
Assyriologist? 

Dr. Radau: I thought the paper which I just read stated my 
position so clearly that it was hardly necessary to say more on the 
subject. I consider — I say once more — Prof. Hilprecht to be the 
Assyriologist not only of America but also of Europe. In view not 
only of his pubUcations of Old Babylonian inscriptions and mastery 
of the works in every respect; not only did he copy the originals, but 
had to piece them together from different fragments, and after they had 
been pieced together he tried to translate them, and gave a translation 
which stands the test of every critic. This translation of these tablets 
I have in mind at present are the most difficult texts a man can possibly 
try to translate — ^the Sumerian. As long as the Sumerian is only by 
itself we sometimes cannot make head or tail out of it. Sometimes on 
a single line it may take a week, two months, possibly years, or you 
may never be able to translate it at all, except imperfectly. The in- 
scription I have in mind is the inscription of Lugal-zaggisi which 
appears in the second volume. If a man is able to take a lot of scattered 
fragments from all over, place those together which belong to one 
inscription, which are even sometimes duplicated, place them in the 
right position, after he has found all those tablets which according to 
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the signs written upon them seem to prove they belong together; and 
if, after having gathered together those tablets he is able to put them 
together according to sense and grammar, as we would expect in any- 
scientific treatment of the language, not knowing as yet who that 
inscription talks about nor what it talks about; if after all he knows 
from the grammar and his knowledge that the tablets are put together, 
and have to be put together only in such and such a manner in order to 
yield the sense, and after he put them together he is able to give us a 
translation of an inscription which no one ever saw, and is able to draw 
his historical conclusion upon them — ^what would you call such a man? 
Who is like him? Who has ever done such a task in America or 
Europe? I challenge everyone to compare in this respect. Further- 
more, not only is he great as a copyist, as a translator, as an annotator, 
as a strictly scientific investigator, translating inscriptions exactly 
according to grammar and as it ought to be, as we want it to be — I say 
he is not only all this, but here with this mass of material, having these 
tablets before his eyes, even if he only runs over them, as it were, and 
determines their sense, is it not natural that such continued occupation 
with original tablets would give the professor an ability hke unto which 
ability nobody else has? Is it therefore unreasonable to expect that, 
on account of his continued training and occupation with such 
tablets, he has acquired a quickness in judgment, an infallibility in 
judgment I might almost say, to determine almost at first sight what a 
tablet may be? If therefore with a certain tablet, when we look upon 
it and say, "I don't see anything, only one or two signs, but I don't 
know why anyone else should determine such and such things," I 
think we owe it to the professor, because he occupies himself with this 
same thing all the time, to have this confidence in him : to beUeve what 
he says and wait. 

By Provost Harrison : jj] 

Q. Did you study with Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. I did. 

Q. How long ago? 

A. It is about five or six years. ' 

Q. About how long a time? 

A. About a year. 

Q. Did you study with anyone other than Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. Yes, Prof. Jastrow. 

Q. In the work you have done here to-day in deciphering these 
tablets, were you assisted by anyone, or is this your own imassisted 
work? 

A. It is my own unassisted work. ? 

Q. Within the last forty-eight hours? 

A. Within the last forty-eight hours. ''^ P 

Q. Did you study with anyone abroad? 

lA. Yes, sir; I studied with Prof. Honmiel at Munich, with Prof. 
Wellhausen, and with Prof. Delitzsch; and before I came here to the 
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University I was in the University of Columbia, studied three years 
with Gotheil and got my Ph.D. degree there. May I ask a question? 
Provost Harrison : Yes. 

Dr. Radau: May I show the contrast between the scientific 
method of Dr. Hilprecht and Prof. Jastrow? 

Provost Harrison : Prof. Jastrow is not here to answer, and that 
being the case I do not think we should allow that question. 

Prof. Clay: Since I have made some remarks regarding the 
Temple Library, I would like to make myself perfectly clear in reference 
to it, also as to my opinion in regard to our work here to-day, if that is 
agreeable to the Committee. I am very sorry to have entered into it. 
I have maintained, in stronger terms than I can hereafter, that there 
has been a Ubrary f oimd. I would take exception to the term "Temple 
Library." I would withhold that imtil there is more evidence pro- 
duced. As far as there being a real library of literary documents, I 
want to say the evidence produced here is mighty scant, and it is 
gathered from other expeditions, and the places from which it came 
would lead me to suppose that perhaps we had better go slowly in 
saying that there is a Uterary library at all at Nippur, and that perhaps 
the few documents produced have come, as I said, from private collec- 
tions. Now, that there has been a Ubrary found I do not question at 
all. These syllabaries I have seen, pictures from the last campaign 
that came from the same mound and which were found in this particu- 
lar place; certainly not legal documents, certainly not private letters, 
certainly not other things that we ordinarily find and that look like 
lists — ^just from the pictures I have seen — ^look like documents that 
would be found. in a library. But as regards a Temple Library — and if 
you mean by that term material which belongs to a library which would 
look like hymns, incantations, hturgical services, and so forth, that are 
known to have been excavated at the last expedition — the evidence 
here is mighty scant. As regards the multiplication tables, there 
might have been half a dozen places at Nippur that had multiplication 
tables, or they might have been the property of some scribe who made 
them for his child. These multiplication tables did not come from that 
particular spot. There is a misunderstanding — I do not attribute it 
to Prof. Hilprecht — ^but a very great misunderstanding of this whole 
question. In "Explorations in Bible Lands" there is depicted a 
library as having been found in the last campaign. We have the details 
of it. We have drawings of it. Prof. Hilprecht refers also to tablets 
found in the upper strata, as distinguished from those found in lower 
strata, and where that material is and exactly what it is of com^e we 
are not here to determine. There are business documents found here. 
I don't think business documents have any place in a Temple Library. 
I don't think such letters have any place in a Temple Library. I 
don't think the Lushtamar tablet would have a place in a Temple 
Library. I don't see what business it has there. It is material you 
would not ordinarily expect to find in a library of that kind. To sum 
up, my feeUng from what has been exhibited here is this : I felt before, 
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stronger than I do now, that a library has been found at Nippur, and 
I would still yield, and would be willing to be quoted as saying so, that 
a library was found in the last campaign, the exact nature of which has 
not been determined. And I want to state this: I have never said 
that there was not a library, and I have warned others about making 
rash statements about there not being a hbrary there; but I do want to 
say that the existence of a literary library in this particular place has 
not been proven. As far as all this material from Nippur and various 
places is concerned, I will use this illustration: I was present when the 
tablet was unpacked. I told them to take no cognizance of the number 
on the box, for the understanding is that Mr. Haynes meant nothing 
by it. There is no record of where it came from. It is labeled "Temple 
Library." I agree with the professor in saying that it came from a 
library in connection, you might say, with the temple. I would say 
that it is a map that belonged to the temple storehouse, perhaps, 
where they located the different cities on it, because in some tablets 
that I have ready for the press there are four of these cities mentioned, 
and it is a little topographical map in the vicinity of Nippur. That I 
can conceive of as belonging to a storehouse; that is, the temple store- 
house where the administrative documents were kept. As far as its 
belonging to the Temple Library is concerned, that is by inference. I 
would not say it belonged to the Temple Library. But we don't 
know where that tablet came from, and it is only by inference that we 
say it is from the Temple Library. That is the way with the bulk of 
this material, in my understanding. From the material shown here 
to-day it does not seem clear that they are of a literary character. If 
you want to say that it is a literary hbrary, all right, but I would say 
" a library." I call your attention to this : the library of Ashurbanipal 

is a very large one. It has myths, epochs*, all kinds of ,t 

syllabaries, incantations and every kind of legible material that were 
gathered from various cities through Babylonia. We have no parallel 
to that hbrary. I am afraid the world understands that it is Uke our 
University library — ^that it is one similar to that. It has not been 
shown to be as yet. There are none of those documents that we would 
regard as being literary that have been found, such as the Creation 
Story, the Deluge Story, and the epics that have been printed. I do- 
think that the University of Pennsylvania can say that there was a f 
library found at Nippur in the last campaign, but I think it ought to go 
very slowly in saying what kind of a library that is. That it is a Temple 
Library has not been proven by anything here. It is out of the temple 
itself. 

Further, some of these tablets have been found on the other side 
of the mound. Professor f in his statement, I be- 
lieve, said the library of the second millennium was found over 
there. That is a new idea that we have never heard before. That 

* [Evidently mistake in stenographic record for ** epics.*' — H.V.H.] 

t [Blank in stenographic record. In the latter passage read *'Hilprecht.'*] 
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has simply been introduced recently, that the Temple Library was 
over on that side in the second nullenniimi; and then he mentions 
that it was in the fourth millennium elsewhere. That of course is yet 
to be proven. As I understand from the records, there have been 
tablets found in the lower part of the region, on the other side of the 
Shatt-en-Nil. Haynes, as I recall in the notes I have seen, says they 
were stuck up in rows like an ill-kept library, but where are those 
tablets? We cannot place our hands on them. From Haynes' 
peculiar way of working things, they have been put in boxes and are all 
mixed up. Furthermore, on the north of that side there are documents 
which we have called Cassite tablets, and those are the ones I mentioned 
that we had for publication. Professor includes those in the Temple 
Library. I want to read a letter that I wrote to the professor, with his 
consent, so that there is a perfect understanding with reference to it. 
Or rather a reporter came here one morning, and said to me: "You 
have a book ready for the press?" I said, "Yes." "What is the 
title of the book?" "I won't tell you." He asked a lot of questions, 
but I refused to discuss the thing. I went to the professor and said: 
"It looks as though this matter was going to be ventilated." I will 
read you a letter in reference to what transpired between us. This is 
the letter : 

*^Dear Dr, Hilprecht: 

(This letter the Committee afterward decided should not be 
recorded in the minutes.) 

I had reference to this because it is regarding temple inscriptions 
with reference to taxes, and so forth. In other words, it would be like 
this : tithes coming in from various quarters, a record of those tithes 
would be kept, tithes loaned to individuals, get interest for them; next, 
purchasing of various things for the temple, and then receipts, and 
finally pay-rolls of those in the temple service. That is included in the 
Temple Library. I don't think that can be included. They are just as 
the other tablets and tablets which have been published by Meissner* 
— ^Temple documents. If we all understand what the professor means 
by "Temple Library," and if the world understands that he includes 
this, that and the other, I don't think there would be any difficulty in 
the matter. 

Provost Harrison : Of all the specimens of tablets here exhibited 
to-day can Dr. Hilprecht say how many came from each expedition, 
the first, second, third and fourth? 

Dr. Hilprecht: Yes, sir. I will count them up and let you 
know. There were 115 from the fourth expedition, sixty-one of which 
are boxed and fifty-four unboxed. There were seventy-three from the 
first three expeditions. 

(Adjourned to meet Thursday, April 27, 1905, l\ A.M.) 
♦ [Evidently meant for ''Reisner."— H.V.H.] 
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IN RE PETERS-HILPRECHT CONTROVERSY. 

Thursday, April 27, 1905. 
Present: The Committee and parties. 

Provost Harrison asks Dr. Hilprecht whether he is wilUng that the 
statement of Prof. Clay, made at the last meeting, should stand. 

Dr. Hilprecht: In connection with the question of summoning 
experts, I had requested your Committee first to do so, and after your 
Committee declined I requested permission to summon some at my 
own expense, but with the understanding that Dr. Clay, not being 
within my jurisdiction, but being under your jurisdiction, it should 
be left to you to decide whether he should be sunmioned or not. The 
question now is, has a stenographic record been taken of the transaction 
at the last meeting, and, if so, then naturally your Conmiittee will have 
to decide what shall stand and what shall not stand. I am perfectly 
willing to meet any statements or charges made, by whomsoever they 
are made. 

Provost Harrison: Dr. Hilprecht having no objection to the 
remarks of Dr. Clay being upon the records, and leaving it to the 
Committee what part of it shall stand, we will allow it to remain. 

Dr. Hilprecht: I ask, in case it should remain, that I be fur- 
nished with a copy as soon as possible. 

Provost Harrison: If all or any part of it shall be permitted to 
remain. Dr. Hilprecht will be furnished with a copy of Dr. Clay's 
remarks, and will have the privilege of asking Dr. Clay any questions 
he may desire. 

Before proceeding, I would like a note made that notices of this 
meeting have been sent to all the parties to whom previous notices 
have been sent at any time, with the exception of Dr. Paul Haupt, of 
Baltimore, from whom I received a letter on Monday of this week, 
since the last meeting, saying that the two notices previously sent him 
had been forwarded to Europe, and that he would be there until some 
time in September. And I did not send a notice to Dr. Jastrow, 
because, as you well knew, he sailed on the 22d of April for Europe. 
With those exceptions notices have been sent to all those to whom at 
any time during this period notices were sent. Perhaps I should add 
that on Monday morning I received a note from Dr. Ranke, saying that 
he would be absent from the city during this week and therefore would 

not be present at this meeting. I also received notes from Dr. * 

and Dr. Prince, saying they would be unable to be present. 

Dr. Hilprecht : Allow me to introduce to you Dr. Myhrman, for 
the last three years the representative of Assyriology in the University 
of Uppsala, in Sweden, who has been kind enough, in reply to my sum- 
mons, to appear here solely as an expert and testify with regard to his 
views on the tablets examined by him within the past few days. 

* [Blank in stenographic record.] 
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To THE Provost and Members of the Court op Inquiry: 

Gentlemen: — Prof. Hilprecht has requested me to examine a num- 
ber of clay tablets from the collection named by him the Temple Library, 
and to report to you my opinion of this collection, as far as I could ascer- 
tain from such an examination. In complying with his request I am 
aware that I enter into a controversy in which several questions are at 
issue. I therefore beg to state that, being a stranger, I must necessarily 
confine myself to the question raised as to the Temple Library. I 
may be allowed to add that, from the point of view of a stranger, this 
question is both interesting and important. Chiefly on the authority 
of Prof. Hilprecht, whose excellence of scholarship and absolute integ- 
rity have been recognized by the learned world as beyond question, we 
Hving in the Old World look to the University of Pennsylvania as 
possessing a veritable treasury of Babylonian literary remains. There- 
fore it is rather puzzling to us now to hear scholars from this very 
institution, who ought to know, publicly express grave doubt at least 
as to the character of this Temple Library. 

I also beg to state most emphatically that all I possibly could 
attempt in two days, considering the nature of such a collection, would 
be to try to gather some ideas of the general character of the subject 
matter, especially as this is a point at issue, by looking over a com- 
paratively small number of tablets, and in doing this convince myself 
as to the general class of writings or documents to which such tablets 
obviously belonged. Thus I am not prepared to pass an authoritative 
judgment on this collection, but I can and wish to state, on the basis 
of what I have seen and understood, my personal conviction as far as 
can be possible from such a hasty examination. 

I have thus looked over about 150 tablets, picked out at random 
from new opened boxes or from piles of uncatalogued and catalogued 
tablets. The general character of these tablets, which I presume may 
be considered as fair specimens of the whole collection, were, according 
to my notes, as follows : 

Rdigioics texts, as incantations, prayers or hynms, thirty-three tablets. 

Linguistic tablets, as syllabaries, lists of signs, etc., fifty-eight tablets. 

I^^j|. I note especially among them a large beautiful tablet, being a 

f :? i^ syllabary similar to the syllabaries from the Library of Assurbanipal , 

^ particularly the Syllabary published V. R. 20. 

Chronological tablets, containing lists of names and dates, eleven 
tablets. 

Letters, seventeen tablets. 

Mathematical tablets, ten in number. 

Tablets of measurements, two tablets, similar to those from the Assur- 
banipal Library and published in IV. R. 

Topographical tablets, one containing a map, another list of fields. 

Exercise tablets, twelve in number. 

As for the collection as a whole, I am profoundly impressed with 
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the wealth of material. It is simply overwhelming and cannot but 
inspire the greatest enthusiasm. But it will require many a decade 
to transfer the secrets of these tablets from clay to paper, and thus 
make obvious to the learned world the full value of this collection, the 
merit which at present none is able to judge better than Prof. Hil- 
precht himself. 

There can, however, be no doubt that this collection contains 
documents which, according to the standard of Babylonian literary 
achievement, unhesitatingly may be defined as literary. 

The name given a collection like this is to a very large extent a 
matter of personal preference. In a discussion there can be no doubt 
established a nice distinction between a library and an archive, but 
whether such a distinction counts for much when applied to these 
collections of clay tablets found in Babylonia and Assyria seems to 
me to be a different matter. One thing is certain; that if no objection 
is made to the term *'The Library of Assurbanipal," there is no valid 
reason to object to calling the Nippur collection "The Temple Library." 

David W. Myhrman. 

Examined by Mr. Jones : 

Q. I want to ask you a few questions. Under whom did you 
study Assyriology? 

A. My first Assyrian was under Dr. Price, of the University of 
Harvard* ; then under Dr. Lyon [of Harvard] ; also two years under 
Dr. Zimmern and under Dr. Weissbach, in Leipzig. I took a degree 
in Assyrian in Leipzig. I also had some experience in tablet reading 
at the British Museum, where I copied some tablets. 

Q. How long were you in the British Museum working? 

A. For some weeks. 

Q. Can you tell me the language of these tablets which you 
examined ; what would you designate the language to be? 

A. Sumerian or Semitic. 

Q. What did you say about the Sumerian or Semitic tablets? 

A. I found about fifty were apparently obviously Sumerian 
tablets, and there were some that were in both languages, so-called 
bilingual tablets, Sumerian and Semitic, and there were others written 
in the Neo-Babylonian language. Then there were different styles or 
kinds of writings — characters ; for instance, the archaic characters from 
the third millennium B.C., and Neo-Babylonian. Of course they are 
all different. 

Q. Do you mean that the collection of tablets which you examined 
were apparently the product of centuries sometimes widely apart? 

A. Every evidence would point to that. 

Q. The evidence would point to that? 

A. The different kinds of tablets would certainly show that they 
are the product 'of different centuries. 

* [Mistake in the stenographic record for "Chicago.*' — H. V. H.] 
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Q. Can you say relatively what are the periods of the oldest B.C.? 

A. I do not think I would venture to state that. That would be 
rather difficult to determine with exactness. The chronology is rather 
difficult. I did not have that in mind when I saw them, but I should 
say you could go back at least 3000 B.C. 

Q. As to some of them? 

A. Yes, and some would be late. 

Q. What do you mean by the word late — ^how recently? 

A. Perhaps I would say 1000 B.C. 

Q. How long, speaking approximately, would you say it would 
take to translate completely 500 of these tablets. 

A. That is impossible to estimate. It depends altogether upon 
the character of the tablet. There can absolutely be no estimate. A 
tablet may be easily deciphered. In the first place it depends upon the 
condition of the tablet itself, and then the most important thing is the 
difficulty of the language; also the subject matter; and sometimes you 
have to work on one tablet for months, while another may be read in a 
short time. 

Q. You mean that you have to work over one tablet for a month 
or months? 

A. Yes, it is not impossible. In certain tablets there are questions 
to decide that perhaps you cannot decide at all. You may work years 
and not be able to decide them. After exhausting eveiy means you 
may not be able to read it, or to read a single sign perhaps. 

Q. That is particularly so, I should judge, of the older language, 
Sumerian? 

A. Certainly. But you can recognize a tablet, whether it is 
Sumerian or not, very easily. You can recognize if it is a religious 
tablet. You can recognize this by a single sign. If you find a certain 
sign it will denote that a tablet is religious — a heathen incantation. 
T^at is a different matter from reading a tablet. 

Q. Then this literary or special character can be determined in a 
substantial degree without comprehending exactly what the tablet 
says? 

A. In certain cases, it is true. In others not. Take a tablet, 
syllabary for instance. On that you may find a whole row of some 
signs, and the explanations beside, obviously the explanation of the 
sign, and knowing so many of those kinds of tablets before, that would 
decide that it is a syllabary or some explanation. Or, for instance, a 
religious text, you can recognize some expressions, a few words; while 
you cannpt say that it is an incantation or hymn or prayer, but that 
it is religious. That may be rather a sweeping statement. Of course 
it is only generalities I am dealing with. If you have a mathematical 
tablet, if you can decipher the numbers clearly, there may be no doubt 
that it is mathematical. You cannot, of course, interpret the word 
mathematical. 

Q. The tablets which you examined, and to which you specifically 
referred in classes, were taken by you generally from the collection? 

12 
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A. Yes. Of course I could not get into that collection myself. 
Prof. Hilprecht was there, and I could have whatever I wanted. 

Q. And then your result came from your examination of these 
which had been selected ? 

A. Yes, as I looked over and tried to satisfy myself as to their 
character, in a general way — their class. It would be absurd for any 
man to pass an authoritative judgment on a collection. That would 
be absurd, and I want to state as emphatically as I can that it is only 
an impression, and that it is to be taken for what it is worth. 

Q. But in your judgment it is expressive of the comprehension 
and wide nature of the library, as you understand the term, applied to 
the literary productions of that period? 

A. Yes. I say this, that this collection certainly contains Uterary 
documents according to the Babylonian standard. I did not at all 
look at the contract tablets, but just those I could say belonged to 
those literary tablets, in that meaning of the word. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. How long have you known Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. I have known him by reputation ever since I began to know 
anything about Assyriology. I did not meet him personally until 
last winter. 

Q. How long have you known Dr. Hilprecht? 

A. It is a good many years — about fifteen years. 

Q. In your judgment, how does he rank as an Assyrian scholar 
among Assyrian scholars in this country? 

A. I only came here yesterday. I am a young man, and it is 
rather embarrassing for me to express an opinion with regard to a 
Father of Science. Of course by common consent of all scholars there 
is no question about his great scholarship. I have never heard a 
doubt before this controversy. I suppose nobody ever dreamed of 
doubting him before. 

Q. Then, as I understand, your answer is that, Uving abroad, 
you say that in your judgment he is regarded as an eminent Assyri- 
ologist among the Assyriologists of America? 

A. Yes, there is no doubt that he is regarded as an eminent 
Assyriologist. 

Q. There is no doubt about that? 

A. No. 

Q. Did he, or did he not, take high rank among the Assyriologists 
of Europe, in your judgment? 

A. A high rank, certainly, 

Q. Among Assyriologists of Europe, in your judgment? 

A. Yes, sir. I do not see how there could be any doubt about 
that. 

Provost Harrison: Dr. Hilprecht, do you desh-e to ask Dr. 
Myhrman any questions? 

Dr. Hilprecht: I did not ask Dr. Myhrman to come here for the 
purpose of testifying with regard to my ability, or as to the view in 
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which I was held here or abroad, in order not to put him in an embar- 
rassing position, he being my guest. I summoned him solely that he 
might give testimony as to his view with regard to the contents of our 
literary collections, and also with regard to his view of a Temple 
Library, which he expressed in his statement [cf. p. 166]. 

[Letter of Prof. Hilprecht preliminary to his defense.] 

April 24, 1905. 

Mr, Provost and Gentlemen of the Committee: — You have deemed 
it proper not to require that one or more of my critics, who presented 
written ** statements" to you prior to April 4, 1905, definitely assume 
before you the r61e of my accuser, and have allowed them to play the 
part in this investigation of loyal instructors, graduates and friends of 
the University, all actuated solely by the sincerest, purest and most 
disinterested desire to shield the I^niversity from discredit by reason 
of what they deem my unscholarly and unworthy methods. 

I endeavored without success to have you force one or more of 
these gentlemen into the position of my accuser; to have accorded to 
me the full rights of one accused, and to make your inquiry so searching 
that I could develop in this investigation the true motives of all the 
persons engaged in the movement against me which finally led to your 
appointment. 

On March 30, 1905 (the day of your first meeting, to which I was 
invited), your Chairman informed me that I could not be represented 
by counsel with the privilege of cross-examining the witnesses against 
me, and prior to your meeting of April 15, I was advised of the ruling 
then announced which permitted Messrs. Peters, Jastrow, Prince, Lau 
and Ranke to present questions to be asked me through the Committee, 
and accorded me a similar right as to them. 

With a letter to your Chairman, dated April 14, 1905, I enclosed 
copies of two commimications (Documents I and II) from Dr. Peters, 
made in January, 1905, with the request that they be made part of your 
records, and also included in that letter eighteen questions which I 
wished propounded to Dr. Peters [cf. pp. 42-49, above]. 

Since the abrupt departure of Dr. Peters from the meeting of 
April 15 made it impossible to complete his examination, and these 
questions cannot now be asked him, I now request that my letter of 
April 14, 1905, with its enclosures be made part of your report, as 
evidence that I have been in this proceeding unable to at all question 
Dr. Peters (whom his associates at least regard as my accuser), or cause 
him to reveal the sources of his information and the persons who sug- 
gested to him the making of charges against me, or establish before 
your Committee his and their true motives for their action. 

Your Committee ruled that documents received by you prior to 
April 4, 1905, were alone to constitute the charges to which I should 
reply, and to the four gentlemen who addressed you before that date 
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you furnished copies of my answers of April 6 and April 10, 1905. 
When these "witnesses" appeared to give evidence, you allowed several 
of them to read new statements prepared in advance, and by these new 
statements, and the testimony of these gentlemen and actual witnesses 
produced by them, not only have new criticisms been added, but more 
and new charges, a few specifically, but far more by inuendo and 
suggestion, have been interjected into your investigation, in direct 
contravention of the ruling made by you on April 15, 1905, that "Dr. 
Hilprecht's critics or accusers .... will be strictly confined to the 
charges which have been made in writing." .... "We will not go 
into any question of any charge or imputation from his critics, other 
than has already been submitted" (stenographic transcript, pp. 16, 17) 
[cf. pp. 56-57, above]. 

I do not wish to avoid meeting, answering and submitting proof 
on any matters of which you intend to take cognizance, but I earnestly 
protest against thus having thrust upon me a flood of new charges and 
criticisms, dropped from the pens. and lips of my accusers and their 
witnesses in the course of their examination as witnesses, and being 
obliged to submit to questioning thereon without full opportunity to 
consider and prepare my replies thereto. 

I accordingly make these requests : 

1. That I be forthwith furnished with a copy of the record of your 
proceedings of Wednesday, April 19, and Saturday, April 22, and of all 
documents received by your Committee in the course thereof (up to the 
point at least of the conclusion of the testimony against me). 

2. That you indicate to me in writing (a) what new matters (if 
any) in said proceedings and documents you desire me to answer, and 
(b) to what portion (if any) of the memorandum of Dr. Peters, dated 
April 18, 1905 (copy delivered to me late on the afternoon of April 20), 
I am to reply. 

3. That after your meeting of April 27, 1905, you will hold daily 
sessions until my evidence is all produced. 

4. That at your next and subsequent meetings I be permitted to 
have my counsel address you on any matters, touching your proceedings 
or my own* examination, upon which you would permit me to speak. 

5. That you at once take measures to produce for my inspection, 
when imder examination by you, all my official reports, twelve in 
number, made from Nippur, between March 1 and the end of May, 
1900, and my smnmary of the work of the Fourth Expedition, sent from 
Jena under date of October 14, 1900. 

I address this communication to you between your sessions on 
account of my requests herein for information necessary to the prepara- 
tion of my defense, but desire that it be otherwise received and con- 
sidered as though presented at your next session. 

Very respectfully, .j 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 
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[Answer of Provost Harrison.] 

university of pennsylvania. 
Office of the Provost 
400 Chestnut Street. 

Philadelphia, April 26, 1905. 
Dear Dr. Hilprecht: — ^According to your request, I send you, 
herewith, ten of your "Reports," being the typewritten copies of the 
originals, addressed by you to Mr. E. W. Clark, Chairman. 

The ten Reports were handed to me, yesterday, by Mr. Herbert 
Clark, who informed me that, he had the originals. They are to be 
returned by me to Mr. Clark. 

I also hand you a typewritten copy of your Report of October 14, 
1900, addressed to E. W. Clark, Esq., Chairman, etc., etc. 

Also, typewritten copies of three letters from you to Mr. Clark, 
dated respectively as follows : Baghdad, May 24, 1900; Kaisariyeh, 
June 30, 1900; Constantinople, May 28, 1901. 
Very truly yours, 

(Signed) C. C. Harrison, Provost. 
To Dr. H. V. Hilprecht, 1932 Locust Street, Philadelphia. 

[EVIDENCE OF PROF. HILPRECHT.] 

[April 27, 1905.] 

Mr, Provost and Gentlemen of the Committee: — From a reading of 
all the documents before you, and the evidence submitted in support 
of the charges against me, I believe it is now clear that there is no 
longer any substantial dispute raised before you as to the time, place 
and method of acquisition of any of the ten objects mentioned in the 
charges. 

Three of them only were acquired by purchase, namely, the 
Astronomical Tablet in 1889 at Bagdad, from Khabaza; the ^^Noorian" 
MultipHcation Table in 1889 at Bagdad, by Noorian, and the "Lush- 
tamar" Letter in 1889, near Nippur. The remaining seven objects 
were all acquired by excavation at Nippm* — one (the "Nippur" 
Multiplication Table) in 1890 by the Second Expedition; two (the 
Hexagonal Clay Prism and the Round Practice Tablet) in 1893-6 by 
the Third Expedition, and the remaining fom* (the drawing of a 
Temple Scholar, the two Clay Bas-Reliefs and the Terra Cotta Jar) in 
1899-1900 by the Fourth Expedition. 

The issues remaining before your Committee involve the questions 
of determining the place of excavation or finding of the three purchased 
tablets, that is to say, whether at Nippur at all or elsewhere; the par- 
ticular portion of the ruins of Nippur in which the remaining seven 
were excavated or found, including determining the particular mound 
or mounds of these ruins and whether they were found upon the surface 
or excavated below it, and in the latter case at what levels. Further, 
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the question is raised as to the site and extent of a library building at 
Nippur, whether it was a Temple Library, and further whether a library 
existed there in different locations or at different levels at different 
periods of time. In addition to considering the scope and location of 
such library buildings, the question is raised whether the tablets 
excavated at or near or found upon the surface of the two mounds, 
one of which is designated (upon the plan of the ruins appearing on p. 
305 of '* Babylonian Expedition," Series D, Vol. 1) by me as mound 
*'IV,'' and the other, to the westward and across the canal, designated 
by Dr. Peters as *'X," are such a collection of books or writings as 
constitute a library of ancient times, or, as I claim, a Temple Library. 

Further issues are the ownership of certain antiquities, and the 
criticism of my methods of literary expression and the meaning thereof 
in my published writings. 

Of all these matters, my critics have laid most particular stress 
upon the latter. 

If any of the readers, whether laymen or scientific scholars, of my 
writings which are the subject of discussion before you, have received, 
from reading the text and looking upon the objects therein pictured, 
the impression that I have meant thereby to indicate that the objects 
thus described and portrayed came from or were excavated at Nippur 
and formed a part of a library existing there, which I call a Temple 
Library, they have received precisely the impression which it 

WAS MY design AND INTENTION THEY SHOULD RECEIVE. If, OU the Othcr 

hand, any of these readers have received the impression, from seeing 
these pictures and reading the words referring to or appearing near 
them, that I intended to indicate one or more periods of time when the 
objects thus reproduced, or any of them, were excavated or found, or to 
assert that any particular expedition of the University of Pennsylvania 
found or unearthed them, or any of them, they have received an 
impression of an assertion by me which I have never made or intended. 

[Oral amplification :] If you will allow me, I will illustrate this 
by an example. In Dr. Peters^ second campaign, with which I 
siu'ely was not connected, you will find — and, so far as I can see, 
Dr. Peters never objected to this, though it is precisely the same 
method — I illustrated Dr. Peters', work with objects found by the 
third and fourth expeditions. Why? Because I wanted to 
indicate the character of Dr. Peters' results, and since the pictures 
from the second expedition were so very poor and partly destroyed, 
I selected appropriate results from the photographs of Haynes of 
the third and fourth expeditions, and illustrated by those the 
results of Dr. Peters' second expedition. As an example of this, 
take the jars and vases illustrated opposite p. 326; the "Bathtub- 
Shaped Coffin and Large Burial Urn" opposite p. 337. These are 
photographs of results from the third and fourth expeditions by 
Dr. Haynes. And, if I may go further back to Layard : in about 
the year 1851, when Layard was excavating in Babylonia, notably 
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at Babylon and Nippur, photography was not yet known; conse- 
quently the pictures represented in his books, and in the books of 
other explorers, are generally regarded as so poor by the present 
generation that the effort is made to substitute them with better 
ones of the latest period. Consequently I have not hesitated to 
do this, and my action in this respect has been greatly approved 
by European Assyriologists. Indeed, I have a letter here in my 
pocket from Dr. Alfred Jeremias, of Leipzig, the same gentleman 
whom Dr. Jastrow mentioned, telling me that I didn't go far 
enough in illustrating the work of the earlier explorers by better 
material of later expeditions. For example, the picture on p. 
160, where I illustrate Layard's work at Nippur, is illustrated by 
a photograph taken by the third or fourth expedition of our own, 
since the conditions are the same now as they were then, and 
naturally the material which Layard could furnish was very 
poor; consequently, our own being in better condition, I used 
some of the material of our Philadelphia expedition to illustrate 
the work which Layard did. 

I did not consider, and do not now consider, such details important 
in the writings which have been criticised. One of these is a general 
historical work dealing with all the explorations carried on in Assyria 
and Babylonia by representatives from different nations during the 
entire nineteenth century, of which the expeditions under the auspices 
of the University of Pennsylvania formed but a part — a most important 
part, it is true — ^but nevertheless that work has been freely criticised 
(and perhaps not unjustly) for giving an undue prominence to the 
results of those Philadelphia expeditions, in comparison with the space 
devoted to other important explorations during the century. 

A work of this nature is not designed to deal with the details of the 
methods of acquisition and the exact locality of finding of such an- 
tiquities, or with the interpretation of the writing thereon, the literature 
or the scientific reasons for conclusions relating thereto. In the plan 
officially adopted for making known the results of the University's 
Babylonian Expeditions, all such details, necessarily of interest only 
to the specialist, are reserved for the first two series of the Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania, notably Series A, 
"Cuneiform Texts'' (compare, e.g., Vol. I, Part 2, pp. 59, 61, 63). 

The character of the views of my critics in regard to the writings 
in question is somewhat varied, but you will doubtless agree with my 
conclusion that those of Prof. Morris Jastrow, Jr., and Dr. H. Ranke 
are the most caustic, and to my mind they are the most venomous, 
inasmuch as they claim that the reader of my works must conclude 
that I intended to claim the credit for the acquisition of all these 
objects as actually "found in the course of the Fourth Expedition," 
of which I was the Director. As to the average reader of my works, 
or even to men of letters not claiming special pre-eminence in Assytio- 
logical research, I suggest the thought to your Committee: if objects 
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of which I wrote or reproduced pictures were at any time at the ruins 
of Nippur, and really formed part of a hbrary there, the details of 
exactly where they were found or by whom cannot be of great import- 
ance. Such readers surely must concede some fair degree of scientific 
knowledge to the writer of the volume and be prepared to accept his 
statements as resting on proof satisfactory to him. 

When we come to the consideration of the reading of my works 
by scientific specialists, certain things can surely be assumed — ^that 
they will read the whole book, consider it in its entirety and believe 
that the writer, as it deals with Assyriological research, will be pre- 
pared in due time, and at the proper place, to substantiate his assertions 
with satisfactory scientific proof. 

Just who are the scientific men who, reading my works, have re- 
ceived the impression that I have asserted that purchased objects were 
unearthed by the Foiui;h Expedition of the University is not made clear 
by my critics. It is intimated, however, not only that Prof. Carl 
Bezold at Munich expressed as early as the summer of 1903 a doubt of 
the existence of the Temple Library at Nippur, but that Assyriologists 
have been and will be deceived by my writings [cf. p. 27, above]. 

[Oral amplification:] I have received an official document 
from Prof. Zimmern, of Leipzig, with regard to the Temple 
Library, which I shall feel bound to submit to your Committee, 
since it is addressed to the University of Pennsylvania and to the 
Philosophical Society, in connection with a meeting of the Philo- 
sophical Society which has played an important role in connection 
with these transactions, and at which you, Mr. Provost, the Vice- 
Provost and Mr. Houston, to my knowledge, were present. Dr. 
Ranke stated [at that meeting] that Prof. Zimmern, of the Univer- 
sity of Leipzig, in connection with the Temple Library used the 
expression, "another American humbug." It was the only 
time in my life when I was ashamed of being a German, for every- 
thing Dr. Ranke said there on the acquisition of the tablets 
referred to America. I telegraphed Dr. Zimmern at once, and 
Dr. Zimmern replied by telegram, and afterward by letter, that 
to the best of his recollection he never used such an expression, 
and could not have used such an expression, since he always 
spoke in the highest terms of the extraordinary philological and 
archaeological results which have been brought to hght by these 
expeditions, and would always continue to speak so. This I 
mention in connection with what has been referred to as the 
opinions of foreign Assyriologists, and this one especially, who 
has been dragged into the controversy by Dr. Ranke's statement. 

In this connection there is one point I wish to emphasize. If any 
friend of the University and of its work, especially a member of the 
Faculty, knew of a criticism by a scientific man of my method of 
expression^ himself possessing full knowledge of the conditions under 
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which antiquities from Nippur are acquired by the University of 
Pennsylvania, he could have gleaned for himself and others, from 
within the pages of my book, much of adequate explanation and 
defense, and certainly Dr. Peters could have spared himself the sending 
of Dr. Prince and Dr. Lau to Philadelphia to ascertain whether some 
of the tablets I described were actually on exhibition in the Museum, 
by reading p. XIX of "List of Illustrations" in "Babylonian Expedi- 
tion/' Series D, Vol. 1, where the following appears: 

"Astronomical Tablet from the Temple Library page 530 

From the original in the Museum of Archaeology, University 
of Pennsylvania. 

Multiplication Table page 531 

From the original in the Museum of Archaeology, University 
of Pennsylvania." 

He, as well as the members of our Faculty who support his 
charges, well knew that no antiquities belonging to the University 
from the Fourth Expedition were on exhibition. Again, on p. 348, 
it is said : 

"As often as I needed a firman, it was readily granted, while 
besides. His Majesty, desiring to give special proof of his personal satis- 
faction with the confidence thus established and with the services 
rendered, most generously and repeatedly bestowed magnificent gifts 
of antiquities upon the present writer, which subsequently were pre- 
sented to the University of Pennsylvania, making the scientific value 
of its Babylonian collections not only equal but in many respects 
superior to those of the British Museum." 

And on p. 526, conmaenting on syllabaries and lexicographical 
lists, I wrote: "I remember having seen hundreds of them among the 
tablets which I cleaned and examined in Nuffar and Constantinople." 
The footnote to this sentence reads: "Owing to their long delay in 
reaching Philadelphia, those tablets which were presented by His 
Majesty the Sultan to the writer have not as yet been unpacked." 

To Dr. Peters and my critics within the Faculty of the University 
of Pennsylvania, who knew in detail how the finds from the Fourth 
Expedition were disposed of, the foregoing citations from my book 
should have proved with clearness that I did not mean to represent 
in this volume that tablets pictured therein and on exhibition in the 
University Museum belonged to the gifts from the Sultan from the 
acquisitions of the Fourth Expedition, which they surely knew had 
never been unpacked, since in these proceedings before you they 
make it one of their charges that I have not yet caused them to be 
unpacked. 

Even with the widespread discussion of the charges against me 
during the stage of their incubation, their nm-turing and growth from 
the fostering care of my enemies during the time a proper investigation 
of them was pending, and the final fusillade of my astute critics before 
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you and in the public press during the course of these proceedings, it 
has been somewhat difficult for me to realize that these charges of 
unscholarly, misleading and unscientific literary methods are really 
regarded by many estimable men and women as very grave and serioxis. 
Had. I appreciated sooner that the assertion of great and widespread 
doubt of the existence of a Temple Library at Nippur was but a ruse 
in the campaign of my enemies, I should now be prepared to furnish 
you with numerous references to the methods of recognized scholars 
similar to those I have employed. I should have spent my time in 
searching for many such literary precedents, rather than in seeking to 
now prove the discovery of the Temple Library, its scope and con- 
tents, and that purchased tablets must have come from there. 

I think, however, it must suffice to refer you to three representative 
Assyriological cases in which precisely the same method which I 
followed was used. 

The first case to which I call your attention is found in an official 
publication of the Royal Museums of Berlin (the very publication 
referred to by Dr. Jastrow on pp. 5 and 6 [cf. pp. 25f., above] of his 
** Statement of Views''), namely, Tempel Urkunden aus Telloh (Temple 
Documents from Telloh), by Dr.' George Reisner, a noted American 
scholar (Berlin, 1901). According to Dr. Jastrow's correct* state- 
ment the documents therein described were stolen by the Arabs, and 
bought by the Berlin Museums. Yet this fact of acquisition by pur- 
chase is nowhere stated in the whole book. The place of origin was 
correctly determined upon the testimony of the Arabs, confirmed 
solely by internal evidence. 

The second case is this : In the guide-book of the Berlin Museums 
(Verzeichnis der Vorderasiatischen Altertiimer und Gipsahgilsse, Berlin, 
1889), at p. 66, No. 213, the fragment of a boundary stone is described 
and the place of origin given as '^ Nippur, (to-day Niffer), in South 
Babylonia." As no German expedition ever made excavations at 
Nippur, this stone must have been acquired by purchase; yet this 
fact is not stated in connection with the document. 

My third instance relates to the mortar of Burna-Buriash and the 
comment thereon by Prof. Hommel at p. 332 of his Aufsdtze undAbhand- 
lungen (Munich, 1901), III, 1. I refer to the description of this mortar 
at p. 49 of Vol. I, Part 1, of Series A of our official pubUcation, on p. 
45 of which the literature of Prof. Robert Francis Harper on the 
purchase and general contents of the J. S. and two Kh. Collections 
is summarized. With this literature showing that the mortar was. 
purchased thus brought to his attention, and when denying the cor- 
rectness of our (erroneous) description, ^'presumably neighborhood 
of Babylon," he declared, on internal evidence alone, that this mortar 
came from Nippur, without any allusion whatever to the fact that it 
had been purchased. 

* [To be understood cum grano salis. It is true that these tablets were stolen 
by Arabs, but they were not bought by the Berlin Museum ; they were presented 
to it; and they were not published in 1896 (p. 26, above), but in 1901. — H. V. H.] 
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[Oral a-mplification :] Prof. Hommel translated and inter- 
preted the inscription written on the Burna-Buriash mortar as 
follows: "From the banks of the river Kal of the god Latarak 
(i.e., "not ceasing") as far as the banks of the river of the Moon- 
god (and farther), from the banks of the river of the Moongod as 
far as the wall of Nippur at the banks of the canal Kish-M^r-biti 
(i.e., gift of the god of the lower regions) near the boundary of 
the garden of Nippur (carrying it) he made a vessel of Ka^stone 
(diorite) for the temple Charsagkalamma (in the city of Kish), 
the temple of his love, in order to pour pure waters out of it for 
the district bordering on the banks of the river Kal of the god 
Latarak. 

"Among the larger rivers between Nippur and Magan only 
the Euphrates can be considered; the river of the Moongod there- 
fore necessarily must be the Euphrates, for the famous sanctuary 
of the Moon[god], the city of ' Ur of the Chaldees/ was situated not 
far from its banks. The inscription therefore refers to the trans- 
port of diorite from the country of diorite or of the Latarak river, 
i.e., Magan or Chavila, to the Euphrates and from there to Nippur 
(where the inscription was found), of which material afterwards 
a cup for pouring libations was made in Nippur." 

These examples serve to show how utterly unimportant the time, 
place and method of acquisition of an antiquity are regarded by real 
men of science, when they lend no reliable or necessary aid in deter- 
mining the place of original excavation or are contradictory to con- 
vincing internal evidence. 

I submit herewith some expert criticism on my method as 
evidenced in Series A, Vol. I, Parts 1 and 2 of our official publication : 

Prof. D. G. Lyon, Ph.D., D.D., Harvard University, Cambridge, 
Mass. : "The work is a credit to the editor, the explorer, the university 
and the venerable society in whose Transactions it appears" (Part 1). 
— The Independent, Aug. 10, 1893. 

Prof. J. F. McCuRDY, Ph.D., LL.D., University College, Toronto, 
Canada: "This epoch-making volume" (Part 1). — History j Prophecy 
and the Monuments , p. viii. 

Prof. Dr. Friedrich Delitzsch, Univereity of Berlin: "The most 
important archaic documents, to be welcomed with exceptional pleasure 
in the interest of the history of Babylonian writing, were brought to 
light by the Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania 
from the deepest layers of the ruins of the very ancient Babylonian 
city of Nippur, and made accessible to science by H. V. Hilprecht in 
his Old Babylonian Inscriptions chiefly from Nippur, Part 2, 1896, a 
work beyond all praise." .... "In view of his thorough, uncom- 
monly exact and successful palaeographical studies, it was naturally 
very appropriate for H. V. Hilprecht to occupy himself also with the 
question as to the origin of the Babylonian cuneiform signs" (Part 2). — 
IHe Entstehung des dltesten Schriftsystems , Leipzig, 1897, pp. 7, 31 seq. 
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Prof. Dr. Fritz Hommel, University of Munich: ^*A grand 
work" (Part 1). — Der Babylonische Ursprung der Aegyptischen Cvltur, 
p. 242. "The magnificent results of the excavations at Niffer (Nippur) 
throw everything heretofore achieved in the shade." .... "But 
this need not create jealousy among us in Europe, and especially in 
Germany; for Prof. Hilprecht, the editor, equally accompUshed in 
palaeography and philology, is one of our own." .... "We have 
been accustomed to surprises since the excavations of the French con- 
sul de Sarzec at Telloh, since the finding of the Tell Amarna letters 
and the discovery of the texts of the Pyramids — and all this within the 
last ten years. But unquestionably the greatest surprise is created 
by this second part of Hilprecht's publication, the new results of 
which may even be styled sensational." .... "It is true, most of 
these texts had been broken into small pieces and intentionally de- 
stroyed, probably by the Elamites about 2285 B.C., especially the two 
long vase inscriptions, which Hilprecht was only able to restore after 
great toil from hundreds of the smallest fragments — a work requiring 
years of labor, which nearly cost him his eyesight, and which scarcely 
another living Assyriologist would be able to imitate" (Part 2). — 
Neue Kirchliche Zeitschrift, VII, pp. 565-580. 

Prof. Dr. Peter Jensen, University of Marburg: "A model 
work of the first rank, the painful accuracy of which leaves nothing to 
be desired." .... "We cannot part from this important work, the 
most important Assyriological work thus far produced by America, 
without expressing our gratitude to the author for this certainly 
unexcelled publication. May it serve as a pattern for future publica- 
tions" (Part 1). — Prof. Bezold's Zeitschrift fiir Assyriologie, VIII, pp. 
225-241. "Prof. Hilprecht has solved his problem in an eminently 
satisfactory manner. We cannot wish more for the work than to 
keep the standard of its first part" (Part 1). — Prof. Luthardfs Theo- 
logisches Literaturblatt, XIV, Oct. 6, 1893, p. 467 seq. 

Prof. Dr. Eduard Meyer, University of Berlin: "Hilprecht has 
solved his problem in an exemplary manner." .... "In the Intro- 
duction the author summarizes his principal results." .... "Every- 
where these statements bear witness to the author's thorough knowl- 
edge of the cuneiform literature and to his accuracy and his methodical 
way of working" (Part 1). — Prof. HarnaWs and Schiirer^s Theologische 
Literaiurzeitungy 1894, p. 457. In the same favorable way Prof. Meyer 
reviews Part II of the same work. Comp. Prof. Harnak's and ScMrer^s 
Theologische Literaturzeitung, 1896, pp. 465-468. 

Prof. Dr. Carl Siegfried, University of Jena (died in 1903) : "A 
truly magnificent undertaking is The Babylonian Expedition of the 

University of Pennsylvania The author has laid the foundation 

for determining the age of monuments from palaeographical reasons, 
thus securing a lasting value for his work. In the scholarly Introduc- 
tion the author has given a critical survey of the entire material of 
the earliest Babylonian inscriptions, endeavoring to determine the 
age of the single monimients from palaeographical and philological 
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reasons, and thus to obtain a sure chronology of the whole tradition 
contained in the inscriptions and thereby of the history of the earUest 
Babylonian Kings." .... "Every reader will gain the impression 
that nothing here is said superficially, but that everjrthing rests on a 
solid foundation" (Part 1). — Theologischer Jahreshericht, 1894, 1. 
Abteilungy pp. 8-9. 

Prof. A. H. Sayce, D.D., LL.D., D.C.L., University of Oxford: 
"This pubUcation could not have been placed in more competent 
hands." .... "Careful study has enabled Prof . Hilprecht to create 
the science of Babylonian palaeography." .... "This volume has 
added many fresh stones to the rising edifice of ancient Babylonian 
history" (Part I),— The Academy, Sept. 2, 1895. "Hilprecht has 
thus done for the cuneiform script what has been done by scholars like 
Kirchhoff [of Berlin] for the history of Greek writing" (Part 1). — 
The Sunday School Times, July 15, 1893. 

Prof. Dr. J. Halevy, Sorbonne, Paris: "The master work of the 
American scholar" (Part 1). — Revue Simitique, II, p. 191. "A work 
which does honor to the University of Pennsylvania" (Part 2). — 
Revu£ Semitique, V, 1896. 

Prof. Dr. G. Maspero, Sorbonne, Paris (the Director General of 
the "Service des Antiquit^s" in Egypt): "The theories advanced by 
Mr. Hilprecht are very ably presented and defended with a vigor and 
that thorough .knowledge of the texts which one expected of the 
author." .... "The whole forms a work of lasting value" (Part 2). 
— Acadimie des Inscriptions et Belles-Letters , Comptes Rendu^, Stance 
du 3 Juillet, 1896, p. 270. 

Prof. Dr. Jules Oppert, Sorbonne, Paris (the "Father of French 
Assyriology"): "A magnificent work" (Part 1). — Revue d* Assyria- 
logic y III, p. 20. 

Furthermore, as to my methods of work in the field, I. refer to my 
official reports made from Nippur between March 1 and the end of 
May, 1900,* and to the comment of oiu* architect [H. Valentine] Geere 
on pp. 178 and 179 of his work, "By Nile and Euphrates," Edinburgh, 
1904 (of which I deliver to you a copy), as follows: 

[Extract from Geere's Book.] 

"Of the fourth expedition I have already given an account. Its 
start was not fortunate, but after Dr. Hilprecht's arrival things im- 
proved in a marked manner, and his study of the site served to put 
the whole of the work upon a sure footing. 

"Although he has given such a clear account of the excavations, 
and one which may be regarded as the first authoritative statement 
upon the subject, it appears to me that Prof. Hilprecht has hardly 
done himself justice over the matter. To one who has worked imder 
him, and had an opportunity of comparing his precise methods with 
the clumsy ones of his predecessors, it is difficult to understand his 

* [Extracts from some of these reports appear herein below. — ^H. V. H.] 
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silence in face of the ridiculous criticism to which he has been sub- 
jected both in America and Europe. For the plain fact of the matter 
is that it is he, and he alone, who has saved the work from complete 
failure and, thanks to him, its future success appears to be assiu-ed ; 
whereas, had he not visited the site, it is almost certain that the hap- 
hazard methods of excavation would have been continued until the 
mounds were reduced to a condition of utter incomprehensibility. As 
soon as he arrived, he inspired in us a feehng that a strong man had 
taken the helm, and one, too, who knew how to steer us all to success. 
Finding the work in a state of confusion, and with only a few weeks in 
which to snatch success from the chaos of the mounds, he never utterly 
despaired ; although I know full well that he frequently felt inclined to 
sit upon the summit of Bint-el-Amir and gnash his teeth over the 
ruins before him. His cheerfulness and enthusiasm encouraged us, 
and we all labored early and late with a good will, buoyed up with a 
hope of success which I, for one, had certainly hot experienced before 
at Nippur." 

In so far as the criticisms of my literary methods relate or refer 
to the contents of the publication of my public lecture, **In the Temple 
of Bel at Nippur," I submit to your judgment, as men of letters, that a 
popular presentation of a scientific subject from the lecture platform 
is universally regarded as requiring forcible, vivid and interesting treat- 
ment, and not the method of literary precision and verification by notes 
for which my critics clamor. 

As to the places where the three tablets acquired by purchase 
were found, discovered or excavated, I find that Dr. Peters has declined 
to furnish you with any proof whatever in support of his assertions as 
to the place of finding a single one of the three, and I shall now give 
you all the evidence I can for denying his assertions in this regard and 
in support of my claims that they came from Nippur. 

As to the Astronomical (or Astrological) Tablet. — 1. The Royal 
Library of Nineveh contains at least two astronomical (astrological) 
tablets bearing the statement that they are copied from originals at 
Nippur (comp. '* Catalogue of the Cuneiform Tablets in the Kovyvnjik 
Collection of the British Museum," by Prof. C. Bezold, No. 80-7-19, 64, 
and Bu. 88-5-12, 11). 

[Oral amplification:] There are quite a number of tablets 
the originals of which are said to be at Nippur. I only refer to the 
astronomical here, but there are also linguistic and other tablets. 
Ashurbanapal tells us that he, possessing in an especial degree the 
wisdom of the god Nebo, gathered all the literary productions, 
to preserve them in* his royal library at Nineveh. He also informs 
us that they are only copies, and that among other places Nippur 
contains the originals from which his scribes copied. 

As evidence of the value of this fact, I refer you to a similar 
declaration by Dr. Peters at p. 215, Vol. I, of his "Nippur": "A 
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colophon on a tablet of Nabopolassar, in the London purchase, sug- 
gested the existence of a hbrary at Borsippa." 

2. The excavations at Nippur have disclosed a goodly number of 
astronomical (astrological) tablets. I examined on the field at Nippur 
and at Constantinople in all at least twenty-five, and I mentioned one 
at p. 519 of " Babylonian Expedition," Series D, Vol. I, as follows: 
"The tenth contains an interesting astronomical observation concern- 
ing Virgo and Scorpion, Hhus the calculation' . . . .etc., etc." 
(consider also No. 6059 and another in examination of Dr. Radau) 
[cf. p. 159, above]. 

3. The very Arabs who aided in procuring the objects forming the 
Joseph Shemtob and the two Khabaza Collections, after their purchase 
and before I had seen any antiquity from any of these three collections,* 
asked me if these collections contained various antiquities which they 
described, particularly giving their place of excavation (since verified 
in numerous instances by internal evidence). Among inquiries they 
asked particularly if we had obtained a marble vase with a piece 
broken out near the top, and a broken tablet with a star incised thereon, 
declaring these two objects surely to have been excavated at Nippur. 
Of these, the latter (the tablet with the star) is the astronomical 
tablet now under discussion; it is the only tablet with the star upon 
it in all the three collections; and the former, the so-called mortar of 
Burna-Buriash, Plate XVI, text 33, and Plate IX, text 21, of Series 
A, '^ Cuneiform Texts," Vol. I, Part 1, "Bab. Exp. Univ. of Pa.," 
described on p. 49 thereof, on the advice of Dr. Peters, "presumably 
neighborhood of Babylon'' (compare for proof, as to the advice of Dr. 
Peters, his letter, January 18, 1889: "In fact we know that the two 
[IQiabaza Collections] were part of one collection, and that this larger 
collection was almost entirely one ' find ' from the mound of Jimjimeh, 
part of ancient Babylon" [cf. p. 188, below]. 

See also Dr. Peters' "Nippur," Vol. I, foot of p. 221 : ["During my 
absence, Noorian had contracted wdth twenty workmen from Jimjimeh 
and a dozen from Birs Nimrud, whom he thought he could control in 
spite of Bedry'st intrigues, for five piastres a day for pickmen, and four 
each for shovellers and scrapers, wages to commence four days later, and 
in the meantime the men to receive two piastres a day. As these men 
were all, or almost all, notorious antiquity thieves, he selected them 
from two rival villages, in the hope of preventing fraud or collusion 
by means of rivalry and mutual distrust. But this bi-partisan plan 
did not work altogether satisfactorily, as will be seen later. He had 
also found some antiquity dealers in the place, and that evening I had 
interviews with two Jews, brothers, one of them under the ban, and 
sought after by Bedry as an offender against the antiquity laws. It 

* [Cf . Dr. Peters' corroboration of this fact with regard to the second Khabaza 
Collection, bought in Baghdad, of which the astronomical tablet forms part, on 
p. 188, below.— H. V. H.] 

t [The Ottoman commissioner of the first expedition. — H. V. H] 
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was these two brothers, it seems, from whom came some of the most 
valuable pieces of the Shemtob Collection purchased in London, not- 
ably the Nebuchadrezzar cylinder found in Babylon, the Nabopolassar 
tablet found in Borsippa, the Artaxerxes vase, and the Burnaburiash 
cone.* It was not possible to obtain from them precise information 
of the place where each object was foimd. I believe that the Arta- 
xerxes vase and the Burnaburiash cone were both found in Babylon. 
Most of the other antiquities had been dug out by Jimjimeh men, pre- 
sumably in Babylon, but some came from Borsippa, and some from 
other unknown mounds."] 

When Prof. Hommel, of the University of Munich, translated and 
interpreted the inscription written on the Burna-Buriash mortar, he 
conclusively proved the error of the statement "presumably neighbor- 
hood of Babylon," and demonstrated beyond a doubt from the writing 
upon the antiquity itself that it must have come from Nippur (cf . pp. 
178f., above). 

The heptogram of the seven planets, incised on this tablet, like- 
wise corroborates my view as to Nippur as the place of origin of this 
tablet. For the number seven is closely, yea exclusively associated 
with the worship of Bel of Nippur as "father," who is as such the 
first member of that trinity of the Babylonian religious conceptions, 
which formed the prototype of all the other Babylonian trinities (in 
which the forthcoming work of Dr. Radau, "The Babylonian Trinity, 
the Prototype of the Christian," will furnish new important evidence. 

As to the Noorian Multiplication Table (1x9 = 9).t — I have no 
external evidence to offer that this tablet came from Nippur. Dr. 
Peters has not, and I still assert cannot, produce any reliable evidence 
that it came from Abu-Habba, the ancient Sippara. He doubtless 
made this assertion on what he regarded as sufficient internal evidence, 
based on a tablet listed as No. 289 on p. 132 of Une Saison de FouUles 
d, Sippar, by M. Vincent Scheil, O.P., Cairo, 1902. This is the onlyj 

* [Mistake for ^mortar.'— H. V. H.] 

t [This table, which was published with forty-five other multiplication tables 
(on twenty-three tablets) from Nippur in my volume on mathematical texts 
from the Temple Library (= Babylonian Expedition, Series A, Vol. XX, Part 1), 
was fully discussed there on pp. 14-16. I may state here emphatically that the 
Noorian multiplication table with absolute certainty belongs to the Cassite period 
(c. 1660-1100 B.C.), of which more than 18,000 tablets and fragments have been 
excavated at Nippur, while, according to information received from Dr. King, 
the Assyriologist of the British Museum, not one tablet of the Cassite period is 
among the many thousands of tablets excavated by the British Museum under 
Rassam at Abu Habba or Sippar. The one multiplication tablet discovered by 
Scheil at Abu Habba referred to above is of an entirely different period. Accord- 
ing to its own date, it belongs to the dynasty of Hammurabi (c. 1900 B.C.), of 
wMch no multiplication table has been discovered at Nippur. — H. V. H.] 

t [In my volume, "Mathematical, Metrological and Chronological Texts from 
the Temple Library of Nippur," Philadelphia, 1906^ forming Vol. XX, Part 1, 
of Series A (Cuneiform Texts) of ''The Babylonian Expedition of the University 
of Pennsylvania," I refer to this fact particularly in order to correct some erro- 
neous statements made by Dr. Peters. As the passage in my book just referred to 
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example among the objects described in that work having at all the 
characteristics of a multiplication tablet. It in some degree evidences 
the characteristics of the first class of multiplication tables from Nippur 
mentioned at top of p. 532 (''Babylonian Expedition," Series D, Vol. 
1), while the Noorian table is exactly of the second class appearing on 
that page. I assert with confidence that no multipUcation tables at all 
similar to classes 2 or 3, set forth on that page, found anywhere except 
at Nippur, have been mentioned in any published work. This is my 
internal evidence that this tablet must be one of the same group or 
series actually excavated at Nippur, of which the ''Nippur" tablet 
(1 x 6 = 6) is an example. 

Furthermore, it possesses characteristic features of the tablets of 
the Cassite Dynasty, which are a marked feature of the "finds" at 
Nippur. [Cf. footnote f on previous page.] 

In order to obtain further evidence for yoiu* Committee as to the 
real place of origin of the Noorian tablet, I sent five clay tablets from 
different collections of our Museum to Vice-Provost Dr. E. F. Smith, 
with the request to analyze the clay himself or place them in the hands 
of a competent scholar for analysis. He submitted them to Dr. Amos 
P. Brown, Professor of Mineralogy and Geology at the University of 
Pennsylvania, together with my request to determine : 

(a) Whether certain groups could be distinguished among these 
five tablets according to their material. 

(b) Which, if any, of these five tablets formed such groups. 
After a careful examination, Prof. Brown reported that according 

to their material these five specimens constituted three different 
groups: 

1. Nos. 199 and 235 (from the J. S. Collection) form one group. 

2. Nos. 3335 and 8535 (the former, 1x6, excavated in Nippur, 
the latter, 1x9, purchased by Noorian) forming a second group. 

3. No. 273 (from the J. S. Collection). 

Prof. Brown had not been informed by me previously as to why 
I desired the analysis of these tablets, or as to my own views with re- 
gard to the places of origin of these tablets, or the contents of their 
inscriptions. 

As soon as Prof. Brown had discovered scientifically the three 

(p. 13, note 2) bears directly on the question treated above, it may be reproduced 
here literally: "After reading Peters' statement in the ' Joiunal of the Amer- 
ican Oriental Society,' Vol. XXVI, 1905, p. 155 ('The Nippur Library'), .... 
Abu Habba, where Scheil in his excavations later discovered a considerable 
number of multiplication tablets of the same general character,' I wondered 
whether I had overlooked any publication from which Peters could have gathered 
his information. Though familiar with the results of Scheil's excavations in the 
Imperial Ottoman Museiun at Constantinople, I thought it best to address a letter 
to the French scholar, inquiring whether he had discovered any other mathe- 
matical tablets at Abu Habba than the three reported by him in his Sivpar — 
only one of which is a multiplication table [of an entirely different epoch]. The 
immediate answer was, ^Ausserdem kenne ich nichta* {'1 know of nothing else ')." 
— H. V. H.] 

13 
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groups, and also that the two multipUcation tablets referred to under 
No. 2 formed one group, I asked him to formulate his views in writing 
with regard to the latter. Under date of March 28, 1905, he wrote: 
^'Nos. 3335 and 8535 are very much alike in material, so far as appear- 
ance under the microscope and acid test could indicate. They appear 
partly burnt and do not disintegrate under the action of acid." 

In order to obtain an even more exact result, I asked him to 
analyze the clay of the two multiplication tablets chemically. On 
March 29 and April 1, 1905, he reported the result of his analysis as 
follows: "The loss in weight upon treating your two samples with 
very little dilute acid (under the same conditions in each case) was 
exactly the same — 32% .'' Corrected for dissolved iron (giving amoimt 
of chalk dissolved) gave for the two clays, Nos. 3335 — 30 to 36%; 
8535—30 to 34%. "The chalk is so nearly the same that I should 
suppose the tablets were made of the same clay." 

As to the Lushtamar Tablet, — I venture to beUeve that this Com- 
imttee of honorable gentlemen will not endorse Dr. Jastrow's denimcia- 
tion of my veracity, contained in his assertion before you on April 19 
(stenographic transcript, p. 7) [cf. p. 107, above], that "Dr. Hilprecht's 
mere statement that he bought the tablet on April 18, 1889, not far 
from Nippur, cannot be regarded as conclusive by scholars unless 
corroborative testimony is furnished." 

I cannot, at this time at least, produce any testimony in support 
of my statement about the acquisition of this tablet, but I can add 
rsome details to meet the insinuations of my critics. I first saw this 
tablet on the boat, some hours after leaving Nippur, on April 18, 1889, 
^henwewere still within two or three miles of our point of embarking, 
:and without having in the meanwhile touched the shore. Our expedi- 
Ttion was at an end and the Arabs discharged from our employ, and we 
jisere all. in flight. To have attempted to place this Arab under arrest 
(as suggested by Dr. Peters) [cf. p. 55, above], or to have denied his 
ownership of the tablet, would surely have been unwise and probably 
led to a most dangerous situation. 

(Incidentally I refer to Dr. Peters' "Nippur," Vol. I, p. 221 [cf. 
p. 183, above], and Vol. II, pp. 52-53,* for evidence that he engaged 
and re-engaged Arabs whom he believed to be thieves). 

I examined the tablet, marked it for identification, bargained for 
its purchase and returned it to him "for safe-keeping," as was neces- 
sary, pending its delivery in Europe. This little transaction in all its 
essential details was exactly similar to the method pursued in reference 
to the first part of the purchase of antiquities with the money entrusted 
to me by Dr. Prince, which took place at Hillah, on January 27, 1889 

♦[The latter passage reads: *'Abbas's companions, as well as all whom I 
suspected of having been concerned in the robbery of the trenches the previous 
year, and all who nad been lazy, quarrelsome or unsatisfactory, I refused to 
re-engage. Abbas, in spite of his iniquities, I pardoned, as he was the most 
skillful and capable man whom we had."] 
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(see Peters' "Nippur," Vol. I, p. 222*). Consider also the following 
extract from his letter to Dr. William Pepper, dated Hillah, January 
27, 1889: "I ought to say, however, that Prince behaved very hand- 
somely toward us, .... giving us several of his things which we needed, 
and giving Hilprecht 20 Turkish lira for the purchase of antiquities, 
part of which was very judiciously expended this very evening." This 
extract is evidence that on that night, the last we spent at Hillah, I 
did not expend all the money entrusted to me by Dr. Prince. 

[Oral amplification:] The transaction with regard to the 
acquisition and delivery of the Lushtamar tablet was similar 
also to the method pursued by Dr. Peters himself when buying the 
second Khabaza Collection in Baghdad, January, 1889. I will read 
you extracts from Dr. Peters' letter of January 18, 1889, as follows : 
"Harper, through his connection with Shemtob in London, 
ferreted out a large collection. There are over 750 pieces of all 
sorts. It is in fact a larger collection than both of the London 
collections put together, but it is not so varied, nor so attractive 
to the general public. It is very difficult work deaUng with the 
Jewish dealers here. The Government has made several raids and 
confiscated various objects. Harper could not get into real 
conrnumication with them for about a week. At last on Tuesday 
morning they led him through byways and alleys, with every 
possible precaution, to a house where he was shown a large collec- 
tion, for which they asked £700. He said that he must confer 
with me, and that I must see the collection. I did not wish to go, 
because I was afraid of being seen and compromised, and also 

* [The passage was read: "While Harper and I were visiting the synagogue, 
Noorian and ffilprecht were investigating antiquities. They made an appoint- 
ment to go and see one of the Jews whom I had met the day before, who was to 
take them to a place where there were antiquities. An imfortunate word from 
Ha)aies aroused the suspicions of Bedry, and he had them shadowed by Ellas, his 
servant, who reported that they returned with their pockets stuffed out. This 
was true, for they had brought a quantity of the thing to show me before con- 
cluding the purchase, which was made with money Prince had placed in Hil- 
precht's hands for this purpose. The antiquities were with some difficulty re- 
turned to the Jew for safe-keeping the following morning. Bedry asked me point- 
blank if I had bought antiquities in Hillah, and it was fortunate that I was able 
to say no. He demanded from the Mutessarif the arrest of one of the two Jews 
who nad sold the antiquities to Hilprecht. The Mutessarif ordered his arrest, 
but he could nowhere be foimd, although I saw him drinking coffee in a public 
caf6. It was quite plain that he and the officials of the Serai understood one 
another. Bedry naturally became more suspicious after this incident. He 
endeavored to make me employ the Sheikh of Jimjimeh as chief of our workmen, 
and actually had the impudence to engage men for us on his own responsibility, 
whom I refused to accept. 

"Matters between Bedry and me were strained when we left Hillah on the 
morning of the 28th of January. He was anxious to wait until he had seen the 
caravan depart from Hillah, and I had made up my mind to start before the 
caravan, in order that Noorian might have free hand in the matter of workmen, 
and that Hilprecht might have fair opportunity to confer with the antiquity 
dealers.'*] 
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because I was afraid that the reference to me and my appearance 
would raise the price. But he was imwilling to take any responsi- 
bility, and I had to go, following a mysterious guide moving in 
the distance as though he had no connection with us, and changing 
off halfway with another man. The collection was very fine, but 
I will not go into a description of it, because I have a report from 
Dr. Harper to enclose regarding it. After examining it I con- 
cluded that I must take the risk of purchasing, and trust that the 
purchase would be accepted in Philadelphia. After conferring 
with Hilprecht, who of course could not see the collection and 
therefore could only guess about it, I fixed the highest price, 
delivered in London with no risk to us, at £450. Harper had 
now spent the whole of Tuesday, the morning alone and the 
afternoon with me, at the house examining the collection. The 
next morning, Wednesday, Harper again went to the Jew's house, 
accompanied by our interpreter Daniel. Both of them deserve 
much credit for the work they did. They returned at about 12 
o'clock, having secured the collection for £275, delivered in London 
at no risk to us, whereas I had supposed that it would take several 
days to reduce it to £450. My name does not appear on the con- 
tract, but Harper's, so that we may not be compromised in any 
possible manner. The collection is to be deUvered in London to 
an agent whom we both agree to designate, probably David 
Taylor & Sons, 61 Markham. If he receives it, with the seals intact 
and boxes in good condition, he accepts and forwards to you. On 
notification of acceptance by telegram from Taylor & Sons^ 
please cable at once to Blockey, Bagdad, the £275, unless Taylor 
should name a smaller smn by cable, in which case please cable 
the smaller sum named. Taylor will send in his bill for shipping 
expenses, etc. Blockey's firm name, is T. S. Blockey & Co. Of 
course, if the Committee of the University do not wish to accept 
this collection, I am responsible. I only beg that the money may 
be forwarded as stated, and if the collection is not wanted, I 
will refund the money, with expenses and 6% interest from date 
of payment. The collection is, as you will at once perceive, 
larger than either of the others. In character it is like the second 
collection, the one purchased by Mr. Clark.* In fact, we now 
know that the two were part of one collection, and that this 
larger collection was almost entirely one 'find' from the mound of 

Jimjimeh, part of ancient Babylon This collection should 

not, I think, be thrown open to students imtil Hilprecht's return 
this sunamer; for there is a great deal of work to be done in 
preparing it for use." .... 

I contend, as to this "Lushtamar" tablet, that there is no more 
reason for rejecting it as forming part of the finds at Nippur, than 
there would be for so rejecting the brick stamp of Naram-Sin, included 
in the antiquities stolen by our workmen and found imder a bush,. 

* [Meaning the first Khabaza Colleclion bought in London. — H. V. H.] 
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"which has aheady been rightly included in our official pubUcations 
(cf. Plate 3, text 4, and Plate II, No. 3 of Vol. I, Part 1, Series A, 
-^'Cuneiform Texts"; [see also Peters, "Nippur," Vol. I, p. 276)]. 

As to opening this tablet, I have no objection to raise, though con- 
vinced that nothing it may contain will be conclusive as to its place of 
excavation. 

[Oral ampUfication:] Apart from the fact that our finest 
specimen enclosed in an envelope will be damaged thereby. There 
are published three volumes of official letters, with conunentaries 
by Mr. King, of the British Museum, generally addressed by King 
Hammurabi [to Sin-iddinam] or by other princes to various chiefs; 
and Prof. Robert Francis Harper, of the University of Chicago, has 
published eight volumes of sirnilar letters from th6 [Koynnjuk] 
Collection of Ashurbanapal at Nineveh. The former ones pub- 
lished by Mr. King, of the British Museum, are not from Nineveh, 
but from Babylonia. If you will take the pains to examine 
these tablets closely, they will show you, in most cases, nothing 
whatsoever with regard to the place they came from, or where 
they were sent to. These facts were supposed to be known to 
those persons [to whom they were addressed], just as, for example, 
the Cassite tablets now under pubUcation by myself and Dr. Clay 
are generally dated in the year so and so (say the second year), 
month so and so, and the day. The name of the king under whom 
it was [written] you have to supplement. It was well known to 
the Babylonians [of that time] who the particular king was, just 
as we would write '05, knowing that it means 1905. But, e,g,j 
four centuries later it would be pretty hard to determine whether 
it was 1805 or 1905, and internal evidence would have to be used to 
determine which of the two it meant. Exactly the same is true 
with regard to the place [of origin] of most of these letters. 
They have no place to refer to. Therefore what was the reason I 
kept the Lushtamar tablet [unopened] so long? On the one side, 
there was the tremendous amount of labor devolving upon me here 
and in Constantinople; but, in addition to that^ if you will handle 
the tablet, you will observe that it is the only early Babylonian 
letter, which I know of, which has the envelope absolutely pre- 
served. We have some where the envelope or covering is partly 
preserved. The other day, when Dr. Radau was testifying, we had 
one which was partly preserved, a few pieces [of the envelope being] 
broken out. But this [the Lushtamar tablet] is the only one [intact] 
I know of outside of Constantinople ; but the one in Constantinople 
cannot compare in beauty with this. Knowing this, as a scientific 
man, as a scholar who has examined c. 100,000 cuneiform tablets in 
his hfe, I should think I was rather justified in keeping this unique 
specimen intact, notwithstanding the complaint that it has not yet 
been opened. Its value lies in its fine state of preservation; 
it is of no historical importance, viewed in the light of other 
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similar tablets we have. You are at liberty to open it; but before 
you open it, I call your attention to the fact that while this tablet 
in its present condition at any time will probably bring froni two 
hundred to five hundred dollars, the moment you open it it is not 
worth more than five dollars. Even if you open it with a saw — 
we have made experiments — ^the envelope cracks. It is true we 
can glue [the fragments] together, but we can never restore the 
tablet to its original condition. 

As to the remaining objects which have been discussed before you, 
no conflict of claim or evidence exists that they were at some time 
excavated from the ruins of Nippur. In their desire to discredit me 
and my claim that a Temple Library existed at Nippur, my critics 
do not hesitate to cast doubt upon the value of all tablets surely 
excavated at Nippur as evidence of a library having existed there, by 
trjdng to show that no particular group came from the northeast part 
of the mound designated by me as "IV," to which they seek to confine 
my claim of a Temple Library at Nippur, and by further showing that 
many were excavated from or found upon the surface of other parts of 
that moimd or on the mound (X) west of the Shatt-en-Nil (canal). 

In this remarkable attack upon the integrity and usefulness as 
scientific evidence of thousands of tablets surely excavated at Nippur, 
by which they furnish to the whole world material for use in belittling 
and questioning the value of much and a very important part of tiae work 
of all the University's expeditions, they even go to the length of bring- 
ing Mrs. Haynes before your Conmiittee to prove her husband (now 
unhappily no longer able to give evidence) guilty of misrepresentation 
and fraud in his official reports of his work to the University and to me. 

In this dastardly endeavor my accusers strike at the University 
and not at me. For my defense in this investigation it matters not 
whether these tablets came from one or more parts of mound IV, or 
from moimd X, or from the surface or beneath the surface of either or 
both of these mounds, for these reasons : 

First. I have stat^ in my writings that I had to "depend almost 
exclusively on Haynes' official entries and records" ("Babylonian 
Expedition," Series D, Vol. I, p. 509), and I surely had a right to rely 
in my writings upon those reports of Haynes and similar ones made 
by Peters in the performance of their official duties. I cannot be required 
to know "evidence" unearthed from private diaries in the year 1905. 

Second. Even the evidence produced under the charges against 
me does not attempt to deny that most of the tablets were excavated 
from mound IV, and practically all were f oimd in or upon that mound 
or mound X, both of which I claim to have been library sites at different 
periods. 

This question of the actual site of a library or libraries at Nippur, 
temple or otherwise, the University of Pennsylvania must clear up, and 
I shall furnish such evidence as I can upon the subject, now, if you 
wish to ask for it, or at some more fitting time. 
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In declaring that a Temple Library existed at Nippur, it is mani- 
fest I neither created the location of its building or buildings, nor the 
writings contained therein. It may be difficult hereafter, largely as a 
result of the inadequate data recorded by my predecessors in the field 
work and its contradiction in this investigation, to prove to the satis- 
faction of the scientific world the precise location of any library building 
at Nippur; but I still confidently maintain that if I have the time and 
opportunity afforded in which to decipher, classify and publish the 
contents of the tablets obtained at Nippur, the real Assyriologists of the 
world will be convinced that a library, in the sense of a collection of 
writings, surely did exist there (even though the location and extent 
of the buildings that contained it remain imdefined), and I still believe 
their final and unanimous verdict will be that it was a library [belong- 
ing] to the Temple of Bel. 

I asserted my beUef that the Temple Library at Nippur had been 
found after examining the tablets, about two hundred in number, 
which Mr. Haynes had kept unpacked for my inspection, as repre- 
sentative pieces. After my arrival on March 1, 1900, work was con- 
tinued on "Tablet Hill" for about three weeks and eighty-nine more 
tablets were there excavated. This work being done with a view of 
obtaining more [material] to corroborate what was known from those 
previously excavated and set aside for. my examination. It was from 
the examination of these tablets, about three himdred in nimiber, that 
I became satisfied the Temple Library had been found. My examina- 
tion at Constantinople of at least 40,000 tablets from the Third and 
Fourth Expeditions merely strengthened my conviction. And indeed 
in setting this number at 40,000 I do not mention enough, for I prac- 
tically to some extent made an examination of every tablet taken to 
Constantinople from both these expeditions, though of course I have 
not prepared at this time definite data in relation thereto. In this 
connection, and also as bearing upon the question of the jars which are 
under discussion before you, I ask that passages from my report of 
March 16, 1900, which I now read, be incorporated as part of my 
evidence. 

Extract from Prof. Hilprecht's Third Ofjicial Report to E. W. Qark, 
Esq., Chairman of the Committee of the Fourth Babylonian Expedi- 
tion, dated " Nuffar, March 16, 1900" : "This is a general sketch of our 
work and aspect. The changes made are radical, but they were neces- 
sary and were made in entire accord with my colleagues, whom I 
wanted to assist, not to criticise. I hope they all feel it. The two 
architects surely do, and they feel very grateful for it. And the 
results already achieved are great, greater than can be realized from the 
distance on the basis of this brief sketch. I will lay them before you 
in due time. It now remains for me to report on some of the tangible 
results for which, as previously remarked, I can make no effort, having 
found here quite a different work from what I expected. 1. In the 
line of tablets I have to report (since my arrival) ninety-five tablets 
and fragments. Of those one came out of the * Court of Columns,' 
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five from the excavation of the Eastern temple fortification, the rest 
from the * Temple Library' proper. They nearly all belong to the 
period of 2500 to 2000 B.C. (with the exception of those mentioned 
xmder No. 2). There are only a few contracts among them; most of 
them give us important information on the early Simierian language, 
e,g,y one contains all the different ideograms and kinds of places for 
sitting, from throne to small stool, another gives us a list of Sumerian 
ideograms beginning with the syllable ziy and so on chiefly lexicographi- 
cal and linguistic in general, a definite proof that we are in the Ubrary 
and educational quarters — school, college and university — of ancient 
Nippur." 

Extract from Prof. Hilprecht's Third Ofjunal Report to E. W. Qark, 
Esq., Chairman of the Conunittee of the Fourth Babylonian Expedi- 
tion, dated "Nuffar, March 16, 1900" : 

"2. As reported in my last letter, there has also been found since 
my arrival a most remarkable collection of well-preserved and excep- 
tionally interesting and important documents, all foimd together in a 
jar in the * Library.' I cannot find a more appropriate name to char- 
acterize this collection than to call it the first Babylonian archaeological 
musevun of which our history knows. Its age is between 600 to 550 
B.C., i.e., when the 'museum' was made. Nineteen docmnents are 
gathered, embracing a period of 3800-600 B.C., in other words, the 
exact period of 3200 years given by King Nabonidos, whose archae- 
ological researches apparently suggested a similar undertaking on a 
small scale to one of the priests of Nippur. He surely has collected 
material which would be a credit to any of the large museums of 
Europe and America to-day. How he made his excavations in order 
to obtain these representative tablets of 3200 years, we can only sur- 
mise at present. Apparently he kept only what from his knowledge 
of the temple archives and history of Nippur proved to be valuable 
and as otherwise inaccessible documents. Here an eniuneration of 
a few of them, equally important for history, language, palaeography, 
etc. 

" 1. The half (complete left column) of a baked tablet of Sargon I, 
3800 B.C., being apparently part of a series of similar tablets giving all 
the full titles of the great monarch (hitherto unknown and explaining 
important points) and what he did. It was executed by order of the 
king, as is shown by the fact that it bears his name at the end — 
palaeographically also most important. 

*'2. A basalt tablet in good preservation, being the record of King 
Ur-Gur's restoration of Naram-Sin's old temple wall (2800 B.C.). 

"3. A brick stamp of King Bur-Sin (the first one, outside of those 
of Sargon and Naram-Sin, found), 2400 B.C., of different form from 
Sargon's, and containing a long inscription stamped upon bricks, of 
which no specimen so far has been found. 

"4. The most important tablet yet found in Nippur, A well-baked 
tablet in fairly good condition, giving us the exact number and names 
of all the buildings which once formed the Temple of Bel — ^forty to 
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forty-four buildings in all." ... . "You can readily understand 
the fundamental importance of this one tablet for the history of 
Babylonia and Nippur particularly." .... 

"5. No less important a tablet, or better [read "perhaps"], the 
most important of all, is a large fragment of baked clay which measures 
about five to six inches square. I found time to clean it thoroughly 
only five minutes ago, while waiting for my press-copy to dry. Imagine 
then my deUght when I recognized in it, without having deciphered 
even one line of cuneiform inscription yet, the plan or map of Nippur ^ 
drawn in clay, as it existed about 1500 B.C. I recognized the plan at 
once, so well it is mapped out. And in order to make it quite sure 
for every other person who does not happen to know ancient Nippur, 
as I do from its mounds and tablets, there is written in the centre of 
the map in clear cuneiform characters : ' Nippur.' It was a huge tablet, 
originally measuring over a foot square. Unfortimately three-fourths 
of it are gone — ^were gone already when the Babylonian proprietor and 
Curator of this Musemn put the piece in his jar." .... "Again I must 
ask you not to discuss this important find outside of your Committee's 
* sacred enclosure.' "...." Sorry as I am, but I am forced to keep 
the secret entirely for myself here, being afraid that Mrs. Haynes, 
after some other remarks which she has made," . . . . " may in the 
joy of her heart give the secret away." .... 

"Let me stop here enumerating the other fourteen choice pieces 
of this remarkable collection, made by a priest of the most refined 
taste and who knew what he was about. Every one of them is a 
treasure." .... 

"Shall I, in view of this important find, which the god Bel appar- 
ently sent to me as a greeting of welcome to his sanctuary, dwell 
upon enumerating to you minor finds? My soul is too full of enthu- 
siasm about this one find to be able to do so, and I feel you do not 
want to know about twenty new Hebrew bowls (one very large basin 
among them), bracelets, figurines and other things now, although I 
label every one myself to identify them (after I have found out its 
stratum here) later in the Museum, to have its composition analyzed 
and thereby to form a correct knowledge as to the use of metals in the 
early times." 

[Oral amplification:] I may add that my official report, sent 
from the field [cf . p. 248, below], contains evidence that 200 — not, 
as Mrs. Haynes states, fourteen or fifteen — tablets were examined. 
There is moreover in Mrs. Haynes' own diary* evidence that the 



* [This diary is called by Mrs. Haynes " Daily Work Reports, " 
and bears her name, written in her own hand, on the inside of 
the cover. After the Fifty-fifth Report, dated February 24, 1900, 
followed by the Daily Work Reports March 5 to 10, we read : 

'Tifty-sixth Report, March 10, 1900: Door socket of diorite 
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excavations on the Temple Library still continued after my 
arrival. 

I moreover stated in my [Third] Official Report from Nippur to 
Mr. E. W. Clark [cf. p. 191, above] that eighty-nine tablets came 
from that site within a certain time, and then I began to analyze 
them in my report — ^those of a literary character. 

Relative to the articles found in the jar, Mr. Fisher stated 
[cf . pp. 97, 102, above] that he had this plan in hand and that he 
could not draw it; that it was too indistinct. That it surely was 
indistinct is shown from my detailed description here. I had to 
clean it and then could not decipher it [completely]; but in the two 
diaries which I looked through I can find no reference whatso- 
ever that any such tablet was foimd, though Dr. Haynes or Mrs, 
Haynes surely would have reported it. I was not in the field 
on the first day when I arrived, nor was Mrs. Haynes in the after- 
noon, but should I express any doubt when Dr. Haynes, as official 
representative of the University, tells me and tells us in his diary 
[imder March 1, 1900] : '' 7 Burned Tablets found in a jar diuing 
the morning. They do not belong to the Library, as they were 
found along the bank of the Shatt-en-Nil. TheSe are put aside for 
Dr. Hilprecht to examine. Later a collection of different 

epochs " I never saw the jar in either case, for they had 

taken the jars entirely away and gave me only the material; they 
did not save the jars they put the nineteen tablets before me, 
telUng me they came from a jar. My whole report rests upon 
this information from Dr. Haynes. His own diary states that it 
was found " later," and I state : " Soon after my arrival at Nuffar" 
["Babylonian Expedition," Series D, Vol. I, p. 516], "as a greeting 
of welcome" by the god Bel [cf. p. 193, above], and this could not 
have been six or seven days later, nor a few days before. 

In order to contradict the evidence submitted at the last 
meeting, allow me to call attention to the fact that vases and jars 
are found very commonly. There were found, in the course of the 
Fourth Expedition, as I gather from the diaries and from my own 
knowledge, no less than seven jars containing objects : 



bearing an inscription of Dungi, son of Ur-Gur. An inscribed 
stone tablet of Ur-Gur. Seven perfect tablets of burned clay, 
and Several fragmentary tablets. Brick stamp of Bur-Sin, 
slightly imperfect.. Twelve perfect Hebrew bowls and broken 
bowls, all inscribed. Two lamps of clay. Twenty-one stone 
weights. Seven seal cylinders. 

"The main force of workmen has been employed on and 
around the Court of Columns, while at three different points 
small forces have been employed as follows: A small gang has 
been at work upon Tablet Hill, where the reported tablets were 
found."— H.V. H.] 
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First jar. "One jar containing miscellaneous coins, articles 
of jewelry and junk," mentioned by Mrs. Haynes in her diary 
under date of March 4, 1899. 

Second jar. Temple Hill. "Small vase of jewelry. One 
conical spike of silver, eleven inches long." .... "The small 
vase of jewelry mentioned above was foimd below the level of 
Ur-Gur and may, perhaps, belong to the time of Naram-Sin. The 
jewelry consists of several spiral rings for the finger and a chain 
of chaste design, all of silver; remarkably well preserved. The 
conical spike of silver was also f oimd below the level of Ur-Gur 

and is also well preserved Mentioned in Mrs. Haynes' diary 

under "Thirty-thhxi Report, September 23, 1899." [Dr. 
Haynes' own diary states under "Thiu^day, 21st September , 
1899" (for which Mrs. Haynes' "Daily Work Reports" offer noth- 
ing but "Fragmentary Tablet"), " 1 small vase filled with jewelry 
from below the Ur-Gur level; 1 conical pointed spike (Hairpin(?)) 
of silver, also from below Ur-Gur level, 11 inches long. I think 
both jewelry, consisting of coils of silver rings for fingers and toes, 
and spike may belong to the time of Naram-Sin, though they were 
slightly above the level of his pavement."] 

Third. "A small jar of case tablets was among the finds 
to-day — ^burned case tablets — foimd at a higher level than the 
other tablets. They were found in Tablet Hill, that is, in the 
Library mound." Mr. Haynes' diary, February 7, 1900. 

Fourth. "A green enameled jar (Court of Coliunns), con- 
taining Cufic coins. Several glasses and inkhorn of wood foimd 
with metal." From moimd 1 on the western side of the Shatt- 
en-Nil, from the so-called Court of Coliunns. Mr. Haynes' diary, 
February 24, 1900. 

Fifth and Sixth. "7 Burned Tablets found in a jar during 
the morning. They do not belong to the Library, as they were 
found along the bank of the Shatt-en-Nil. These are put aside 
for Dr. Hilprecht to examine. Later a collection of different 
epochs." — You will note that I use the same expression, "a col- 
lection," as Dr. Haynes used ["Bab. Exped.," Series D, Vol. I, 
pp. 518 and 520]. — Haynes' diary as to those two jars, March 1, 
1900. And also as bearing upon this jar, Hilprecht's second 
report, dated March 10, 1900, p. 7: ["I hope to send more details 
and the report of a very interesting little * museum' of important 
archaeological documents, made by a Babylonian at Nippur 
contemporaneous with the archaelogist Nabonidus, and doubtless 
inspired by his King's own explorations, which has been dis- 
covered since my arrival here, in my next letter."] And also 
Hilprecht's third report, dated March 16, 1900, from Nippur [cf. 
p. 192, above], using the same word "collection" ("a most remark- 
able collection") as described in Dr. Haynes' diary. 

Seventh. A jar of seven tablets belonging to the dynasty 
of Ur. Hilprecht, Series D, Vol. I, p. 488 [cf. p. 101, above], and 
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Hilprecht's official report, No. 4, p. 5: ["Alongside the inner 
face of the wall, among other objects, at a certain level a clay jar 
(fragmentary) was foimd in situ, with seven fragments of tablets, 
all of the third* dynasty of Ur, other fragments of that period being 
discovered at various other places on the same level near the wall."] 

Allow me to call attention to the fact that of the sevenf jars 
gathered, according to my own knowledge, as well as according 
to Dr. Haynes' report and Mrs. Haynes' report, only the first two 
are mentioned by Mrs. Haynes in her diary. This shows you 
how she kept her diary. 

With regard to the tablets, I would say that my examina- 
tion of tablets for the first official reports covered some 200 
specimens. Compare my report No 4 [Nuffar, March 23, 1900], 
p. 7: ["Among the tablets, etc., excavated by Dr. Haynes before 
my arrival, and for lack of space unfortimately packed up and 
delivered to the Conamissioner fourteen days before I came to 
Nippur, I could examine only about two hundred not yet sealed."] 

If you will examine the notebooks and the [photographic] 
catalogues which Dr. Haynes, with all his shortcomings, kept most 
faithfully, and even Mrs. Haynes' notebooks, [you will find that, as 
a rule, I am in a position to find out at least the mounds where 
certain boxes of antiquities came from. For example,] we 
learn from them that from February, 1899, say to about Jiily — 
I am not giving the dates exactly — Dr. Haynes was excavating 
[in the long ridge] on the west side of the Shatt-en-Nil, especially 
in the so-called templej mound [X], which I claim is part of the 
library of the Cassite period. The boxes which at that time 
contained the tablets were numbered beginning with 1. He 
began excavations there, and did not excavate at any other 
part [before a certain known period]. Therefore all the boxes 
[containing tablets boxed before that period], say boxes Nos. 1 
to 50 or 75, come from this ridge, ending in mound X, marked in 
their consecutive order, and those coming from other points would 
be specially designated. It would have been useful for me if the 
marking had been such as would indicate also the height [of the 
stratum] and the exact position; but Dr. Haynes could not do 
it, since he was alone in the field, and Mrs. Haynes never attempted 
to do it; consequently I must now infer, knowing that the say 50 
or 75 [first] boxes came from the west side of the canal, by internal 
evidence, by the clay, which frequently looks different at different 
periods, [by their contents] and by other means, to which stratum 

* [Now generally called " the second dynasty of Ur." — ^H. V. H.] 
t [An eighth jar is mentioned by Dr. Haynes in his diary under date 
^'Saturday, 17th February, 1900." He writes: ''4 shallow glass vessels Sas- 
sanian thus [form of vessels given in outline], taken from a large two-handled 
green-glazed vase on Camp Hill at Court of Columns." This vase or jar is also 
not mentioned in Mrs. Haynes' diary. — H. V. H.] 

J [Mistake in the stenographic record for *' tenth, Mound X." — ^H. V. H.] 
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the tablets belong. But no reflection should be cast upon Dr. 
Haynes on this account, because he was no Assyriologist and no 
archaeologist, and we all knew it when we sent him out. These 
very books of Dr. and Mrs. Haynes state, say about the end of 
January, 1900, that after excavating several thousand tablets 
at the so-called "Tablet Hill," designated by me as No. IV, they 
packed so many boxes of tablets — ^these books refer to twenty- 
four boxes. The numbers [of these boxes] are all given by Dr. 
Haynes, even in certain lists which I have at Constantinople and 
which I could refer to. If therefore the last consecutive nmnbers 
Fof those boxes of tablets] that came from Tablet Hill [are known, 
and it is also] indicated with which box these tablets began, it is 
sufficient for my purpose as an Assyriologist. Since he did not 
preserve all the data that I wanted, I know at least that 
^a certain number of boxes] is the product of excavations at 
what I style the mound of the Temple Library. And it is now 
my business, as representative of the Assyriological section at 
this University, to use my brain and reasoning faculties in order 
to discover to what period the tablets belong. [Let me call your 
attention to a similar case, and ask] you to examine the work of 
the British Expedition at Nineveh. The British Museum sent 
out an expedition about 1900 for the purpose of examining the 
whole moimd of [Koyimjuk], with a view of searching for little 
fragments, which they afterwards, by internal evidence, might 
ascribe to the Library of AshurbanapaJ ; and many of their [previous] 
tablets from Nineveh were f oimd in a similar way. The earlier 
explorers never kept any record [with regard to the exact spot 
where every tablet was found]. They merely say that they came 
on a number of rooms — I think three — containing tablets. They 
also state that they found them scattered all over the ruins. 
Therefore it was afterwards the task of Sir Henry RawUnson and 
[his associates to determine, by internal evidence alone, whether 
a tablet found belonged to the Library of Ashurbanapal or not. 
Among these associates was George Smith, who was] sent out by 
the "Daily Telegraph" to search for fragments of the Deluge 
Tablet. He found one, but not in a room; he found it searching 
somewhere among [the ruins], at a place where he thought most of 
the fragments might be scattered ; and as soon as he had it — there 
was no written statement in the inscription that this particular spot 
formed part of the Library of Ashurbanapal — ^he was satisfied 
from the writing, etc., that it belonged to it. This indicates the 
manner in which many tablets of the famous Library of Ashur- 
banapal have been excavated. 

Therefore we cannot blame Haynes for following the older 
method [of not giving details as to the exact spot where every 
tablet was found. After my arrival at Nippur] we investigated 
according to an entirely different method, as you will find out 
from Geere's report [cf. pp. 181f., above] and from my reports. 
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We represented the modern school of exploring, while Dr. Haynes, 
being no archaeologist and no Assyriologist, gathered [the antiquities 
according to the method] which he learned from the books of 
earUer explorers. We knew this when we sent him out. We 
could not blame him for his shortcomings. 

Provost Harrison : I went day before yesterday to the house of 
Mr. Clark, and in talking with several members of the family they 
told me that Mr. Herbert Clark had charge of the contents of Mr. E. W. 
Clark's safe, where all his letters and papers were. Just at that time 
Mr. Herbert Clark came in, and he made search for the papers in his 
father's safe. I went over a number of them with him. He handed 
me, in Mr. Jones' presence, fourteen different papers — they are here — 
one of which, as far as I can see, is a duplicate of another. I did not 
examine either of them carefully. He stated he had the originals of 
these papers in Dr. Hilprecht's handwriting, and that these were the 
copies of the originals which his father had made, and which, together 
with the originals, were in his father's safe and were now in his custody. 
I borrowed the copies from Mr. Herbert Clark from his father's papers, 
and loaned them to Dr. Hilprecht. 

Dr. Hilprecht: These few copies which I have here — about 
four or five — I got from Miss McHugh. She had these four or five 
copies in an old box found in her room — copies of letters of mine. I 
had retained none myself; therefore I had to apply to her for them, 
otherwise I could not refer to them. 

Provost Harrison : It was Mr. Clark's custom — ^I was a member 
of the Committee, and this is therefore of my own knowledge — ^he being 
Chairman, to have typewritten copies made of Dr. Hilprecht's reports to 
him. He would then send those reports to my office with a note: 
'^When read, please hand to Mr. Frazier; after Mr. Frazier has read 
the report, please ask him to send it to so and so," another member 
of the Committee. It was his custom to have those typewritten 
copies made of Dr. Hilprecht's report. 

Dr. Hilprecht [resuming his defense] : 

[Oral ampUfication:] I state in Report No. 4: "Among the 
tablets excavated by Dr. Haynes .... only about 200 not yet 
sealed." I would like also to call attention to the fact that in the 
diary of Mr. Haynes under date of February 24, 1900, and also 
February 26, 1900, he himself states that "over 17,000 tablets 
and fragments of tablets" were obtained "from this our 'Library' 
so-called." He states distinctly that over 17,000 tablets came 
from this spot, on which they had excavated exclusively for 
tablets in those last few months prior to my arrival. 

It has been stated again and again, whether by press or 
otherwise, that I took too much credit [for the results of the last 
expedition], though my reports will convince you probably of 
something different. But allow me to state here that / forced 
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Dr. Haynes to go to Tablet Hill to excavate [there]. I was the 
Scientific Director, and met with Mr. E. W. Qark to plan out 
what should be done. Mr. E. W. Clark was alive when this 
book ["Explorations in Bible Lands"] was published, [so that he 
could have corrected me in case I had made erroneous statements. 
But] he even wrote me a letter to Jena — and if it is necessary, 
as soon as I arrive in Jena, I can furnish you with a copy of it — 
in which he stated: "I am afraid Dr. Peters and Dr. Haynes will 
not like what you say, but I must confess that everything you 
say is, imfortunately for them, true." He was the Chairman 
of the Committee, and he ought to know. But, in connection with 
the assertion that I took too much credit, [allow me to refer you 
also to my printed books and to the book of Mr. Geere previously 
mentioned [cf . p. 181, above]; and let me add] if an architect builds 
a house and, being responsible for it, works day and night over 
it— -or in the case of the building of a railroad or any other such 
work — it is Iqiown by the name of the man who is responsible for 
its scientific construction or by the name of the man who furnishes 
the financial support of it. Mr. Clark and I together mapped 
out the plan of the fourth expedition, as given on the pages 
where I [begin] to describe the fourth expedition [cf. "Babylonian 
Expedition," Series D, Vol. I, pp. 429-432].* I state there that, 
in addition to what I had proposed to the Committee, and what 
was accepted, Mr. Clark especially desired to have the so-called 
Court of Columns on the western side excavated, and [that] this I 
did, exclusively at his request. All the rest, the searching for the 
Temple Library, for instance, was one of the great tasks which / 
had put down as a plan for this expedition; and when Dr.* 
Haynes was sent over [to Nippur], he was instructed by Mr. E. W. 
dark to meet me on the ship which came from Bremen [sailing] 
to New York. It is referred to in some of the oflScial papers, 
and it is referred to in that which is printed in the early Museum 
^'Bulletins" here, edited by Mr. Culin [Vol. II, No. 1, p. 37, cf. 
No. 2, p. 89]. Dr. Haynes was requested by Mr. Clark to meet me 
at [Southampton]. I met him and the two architects there [Octo- 
ber 9, 1898], that I should finally determine with them, in 
addition to what the Committee had impressed upon them, in 
accordance with my desire, the necessity of certain excavations 
for which I was held responsible. I pointed out the Temple 
Library as one of the chief tasks, the Temple and the Temple 
Library, and to search for the gates of Nippur. After Dr. 
Haynes again had searched for tablets on the western side of 
the Shatt-en-Nil, and after the disturbance had arisen between 

* [In order to allow of no further doubt in this matter, I may add that Mr. 
Clark and I sent even a written summary of our joined instructions to Dr. Ha)aies 
on December 20, 1898, a copy of which was recently found again among the 
papers of the late Mr. Clark by one of his sons. — H. V. H.]. 
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the architects and Mr. and Mrs. Haynes, to which I refer 
again and again in my reports, he finally proceeded to carry 
out my request; but only immediately before my arrival, when 
he knew I was on the way, in December, January and February,, 
he carried out my exact orders to put trench aiter trench, and 
particularly one large trench, through the one moimd No. IV, 
through "Tablet HiU,'' in order to find the Temple Library, of the 
existence of which I had been convinced for ten years, during the 
first and second expeditions. 

In the first year of the expedition, as you will see from my 
reports and from my book [pp. 308ff .] and from the oflScial entries, 
we had been excavating up to February 10, but beyond a few 
sporadic inscribed fragments of stone and clay nothing [in the 
line of tablets] had been foimd. It was on Simday — probably 
February 10 — Dr. Peters had sununoned us all together into his 
tent, to make us acquainted with the low condition of the finances, 
and at the same time to get our advice, which up to that time he 
had not asked from us, as to where to find tablets, since he needed 
to obtain results in order to keep up the enthusiasm in Philadelphia. 
I stayed that evening nearly an hour in the tent of Dr. Peters, or 
in the general dining room which we had set apart, and finally 
made the statement: "Dr. Peters, I will give you tablets, if you 
will furnish me with ten or twenty men for a [few] days." He 
said : "You will have twenty workmen for a whole week." The 
very first day, February 11, we were sitting at dinner or at lunch 
[the middle meal of the day]. I was the object of a great deal of 
sneering at the table. I had opened trenches in "Tablet Hill," 
the Temple Library site; and I was again and again asked : "Hil- 
precht, where are your famous tablets which you were going to 
bring us?" I had some already . I did not tell them before, however. 
As soon as dessert was served, I went out and asked one of the 
Arabs who had been digging under my instructions there to bring 
in the basket, and there was the first lot of tablets from Tablet Hill. 
Before finishing the first twenty-four hours we had thirty. Before 
the first expedition was over, nearly all our tablets, earlier and 
later, came from this one site, as you will be able to gather from 
Dr. Peters' own book ["Nippur," 2 vols.], only, as Dr. Harper has 
stated in his review of this work : " Dr. Peters belittles the results 
of the first year in order to gain more credit for himself during the 
second. Some of the statements on p. 288 are absolutely incorrect, 
and they will be noticed at length in the October number of the 
American Journal of Semitic Languages J' 

I quote this in order to show that Dr. Peters' statement 
in his book, that only a few himdred tablets were foimd, is mis- 
leading. I think Dr. Harper refers to it — ^he was present — in 
the "Biblical World," October, 1897, in his review of "Nippur' 
(pages 309 to 310). Dr. Harper was placed in charge of the 
tablets, and he classified, though he frequently was ill, a couple of 
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hundred tablets in this first year, [nearly] all from the site of the 
so-called Temple Library. The tablets came out in such large 
numbers in the last days or weeks, partly when we were already 
besieged by the Arabs and in constant dread of their attacks, that 
we had to pack everything as we found it. I was frequently in 
Dr. Peters' tent and helped to pack up the tablets in the best 
way we could. We gathered about 2,500 tablets [and fragments] 
during the first year, partly marked by Dr. Harper's hand. I 
submitted for examination to Dr. Myhrman a fine syllabary, 
which bears at one side the mark of Dr. Harper, excavated so 
and so, and also an exercise tablet, marked so and so, Nippiu*, 
1889. These are evidence of what I have been stating. They 
are at yoiu* disposal at any time you want to see them. I do 
not know how many there are. Dr. Peters had to leave a 
good many of the results of the first year's expedition in Con- 
stantinople. We therefore have comparatively few of the first 
year's results [here]. These few specimens will show you the 
marks by Dr. Harper, as far as he was able to mark them. 

Dr. Peters s.tates emphatically (Doc. V, p. 4) [cf. p. 14f., 
above]: "In the year 1889" .... "when Nippiu* was virgin 
soil." The following evidence will establish beyond question 
that Dr. Peters' assertion is wrong, and that considerable digging 
had been done at the mounds of Nippur prior to the arrival of the 
first Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania 
in 1889. 

1. Sir Henry Layard, the famous explorer of Nineveh, 
excavated at the mounds of Nippur about a fortnight in 1851, 
opening many trenches in different sections of the ruins. Compare 
Layard, "Discoveries in the Ruins of Nineveh and Babylon," 
London, 1853, pp. 556-562. Compare also "The Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," Series D, Vol. I 
(by H. V. Hilprecht), pp. 157-163. 

Dr, Peters himself refers in his work, "Nippiu*" (2 vols., 
New York, 1897), to these excavations at Nippiu* by Layard in 
1851, that is thirty-eight years prior to his own excavations in 
1889, in the following passages: (a) Vol. I, p. 233: "It was with 
the el-Behahtha that Layard stayed in 1851 during his two weeks' 
work at Nippur, when he was brought to the mounds by boat 
each morning and carried back the same way each evening." 
(6) Vol. I, p. 238: "Some of the el-Behahtha Arabs came to visit 
us. They claimed that Nippur was within their territory. They 
had taken care of Layard at the time of his excavations, and con- 
sequently regarded themselves as having a prescriptive right to 
take care of us, and resented deeply our pre-emption by the el- 
Hamza." (c) Vol. I, p. 247 (under date February 15, 1889): 
"The only two things of interest in the work have been, first, 
the finding of a tomb upon the Temple Hill at the digging at 
base of cone. This was made simply of mud bricks. There were 

14 
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found there a few rings and beads. It was at this point that we 
found the only faint traces of Layard's brief excavations thirty- 
eight years before. I had written eariier to him for further 
information about Nippur than that published by him in his 
Nineveh and Babylon^ and also for any advice which he might 
feel inclined to give about excavations in Babylonia. He replied 
that his connection with Babylonia had long ceased, and that he 
was ignorant of what had been done of late years. It will be 
remembered that his pubUshed impressions of Nippur were not 
favorable. He almost died of pleurisy and fever; the country 
was very unsafe, and, finally, his hosts wished to go to war, and he 
was compelled to leave. He found nothing but coffins and jars, 
and concludes (p. 562) : ' On the whole, I am much incUned to 
question whether extensive excavations carried on at Niffer 
woiJd produce any important or interesting results.' " (d) 
Vol. II, p. 56: "Sitting about the fire in the muthif that evening, 
Noorian drew the chief on to tell stories. He informed us that 
in the days of his father, fifty or sixty years before, a Frank came 
to Nippur and went and stood on top of the hill. Then he put 
a strap on the ground and commenced to read in his book; and 
he read the strap alive, and he read until it crept and crept along 
the ground Uke a snake; and then he closed his book and brought 
workmen, and bade them dig where it stopped. So they dug 
very deep, and at last they found a golden boat with writing on 
it. Then he sent a man to fetch this out, but as he took hold of 
it to lift it a serpent came out and breathed on him, and the 
trench closed. All this was vividly acted out amid the grunts 
and excited conmients of an interested audience. In part it was 
manifestly a reminiscence of Layard's visit to Nippur almost 
forty years before. The strap was a tape measm*e, and the book 
a notebook. In part it was a localized form of certain general 
magical stories which have been current in the country from time 
immemorial. The golden boat story, in a sHghtly different 
shape, Layard found narrated of Nippur by the Arabs in his 
time." 

2. Dr. Peters, in his "Nippur," Vol. II, p. 269, refers to 
other work carried on at Nippur prior to the University of Pennsyl- 
vania's first Babylonian Expedition in 1889 in the following 
words: "I knew that Hajji was the possessor of a fine inscribed 
door-socket, found long since on the mound of Bint-el-Amir at 
Nippur, and inherited by him from his father. I had never been 
allowed to see this mysterious heirloom, which he was reported 
to keep buried somewhere within the walls of his mud castle, but 
this evening, in exchange for my charm, he so far relaxed as to 
permit me to see a rubbing of the inscription made by himself, 
but without permitting me to make a copy of it. It turned out 
to be an eight-line inscription of Ur-Gur, King of Ur. It merely 
recorded, however, the fact, already known, that this very ancient 
sovereign had built or restored the great temples of Sin at Ur and 
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Bel at Nippur. Hajji told me that Daoud Thoma had offered 
him £50 for this stone." 

3. The Royal Museums of Berlin possess an antiquity 
from Nippur, acquired prior to the arrival of our first Babylonian 
Expedition in 1889. Compare their first official publication, 
Verzeichnis der Vorderasiatischen Altertumer und Gipsabgiisse, 
Berlin, 1889, p. 66, No. 213. From p. 3 of the Introduction to 
this guide book we learn that, apart from engraved stones (gems, 
seals), the Babylonian antiquities described there were obtained 
in the years 1885-87. 

The Nippur antiquity now in Berlin, above referred to, is 
described on p. 66, No. 213, of the guide book quoted as follows: 
■'^Fragment of a document. Stone. H [eight] o, 40m. Only the 
upper part preserved. The disk of the sun, the crescent of 
the moon and the Venus star represented on it." .... "The 
document is distinguished by its extraordinary size." .... 
*^From Nippur (to-day Niffer) in Sovih Babylonia J^ With the 
permission of Prof. Dr. Erman, Director of the Royal Museums, 
who provided me with an excellent cast, this antiquity was pub- 
lished for the first time by me in "The Babylonian Expedition of 
the U. of Pa.," Series A, Cuneiform Texts, Vol. I, Part 2, Plates 
68, XXV (No. 69). For references compare, also, pp. 12, 66 
(under Plate 68, No. 150), 67 (under Plate XXV, No. 69) of my 
book just mentioned. 

4. The Semitic Museum of Harvard University, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, owns an inscribed lapis-lazuli disk , in regard to which 
Prof. D. G. Lyon wrote to me on March 16, 1905: .... '^ It was 
shipped from London by Shemtob on March 12, 1889. On March 
9, 1889, Shemtob wrote me enclosing a descriptive list of tablets 
and cylinders, and the disk is on the list. He said, 'They have 
come to me quite recently from Bagdad.' " . . . . The antiquity 
was published by Prof. Lyon, under the title '^ Lapis-lazuli Disk 
bearing a Cuneiform Inscription," in the '* Proceedings of the Ameri- 
can Oriental Society," May, 1889, pp. cxxxivff., and republished, 
by Prof. Lyon's consent, by myself in ''The Babylonian Expedi- 
tion of the U. of Pa.," Series A, Cuneiform Texts, Vol. I, Part 1, 
Plate 23, No. 61 (compare also my references on pp. 9 and 51, under 
Plate 23, No. 61). According to a statement (in S. A. Smith, 
Die Keilschrifttexte Asurhanipals, Part III, p. 97) made by Mr. 
Pinches, of the British Museum, the latter himself examined and 
copied that lapis-lazuli disk before Shemtob disposed of it in 
America. Consequently this antiquity must have been in London 
at least a few days before Shemtob sent his "descriptive list" to 
Prof. Lyon (March 9, 1889), say about since March 1.* It is 

♦[The preface of this book (which appeared 1889) being dated "Christmas, 
1888," it follows that the stone was in London as eariy as December, 1888. 
From Mr. Pinches' words {I.e., p. 97) : "Some months ago I had the opportunity 
of copying hastily a little inscription, etc.," it further follows that it was in 
England as early as October, 1888, or possibly even before. — H. V. H.] 
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impossible that a collection of antiquities shipped from Bagdad 
to London should have been en route between the two places 
less than four or five weeks. And, again, before it came to Bag- 
dad, it had to be dug up or found by some Arab in a Babylonian 
ruin. Consequently this lapis-lazuU disk of necessity must have 
been dug up or found by the Arabs in Babylonia prior to the day 
when our first Babylonian Expedition began excavations at Nippur 
(beg;inning of February, 1889). In the Zeitschrift fur Assyri- 
ologie (published by Prof. Bezold, of Heidelberg), Vol. VII, pp. 
305-318, I discussed this stone (October 21, 1892) and arrived, 
on p. 318, at the conclusion: "The form and the material of the 
little tablet and the phraseology of the inscription show a pro- 
nounced similarity with the votive tablets of Kadashman-Turgu 
and of the other Cassite kings excavated by our expedition in 
Niifer, so that I cannot abstain from the presumption that that 
stone, which reached finally the Museima of Harvard University, 
had been discovered by an Arab in Nippiu* even before the com- 
mencement of our own excavations there (February, 1889), was 
sold to a dealer in Hillah or Bagdad, and finally reached America 
via E\u*ope. As on Lyon's tablet, so on other votive inscriptions 
of the Cassite kings discovered in Nippiu*, the god Ninib is desig- 
nated as receiver of the gift, since both he and Nusku had a shrine 
in the great Bel-temple Ekur, and were the objects of special 
adoration on the part of these princes in connection with Bel and 
his consort Beltis." My scientific result has never been chal- 
lenged by any Assyriologist, to my knowledge. 

5. Finally J I desire to call attention to the fact that it was 
Dr, Peters himself from whom I received the first information 
that the Arabs had excavated and discovered a library at Niffer, 
several months before the Khabaza Collection (to which the 
astronomical tablet belongs) was purchased in Bagdad (January, 
1889) and before oiu* own first excavation began in Nippur 
(February, 1889). This information given by Dr. Peters is con- 
tained in a letter sent by him from Constantinople to H. V. Hil- 
precht, October 23, 1888. I quote literally: "We are to have 
Birs Nimroud and Niffer. Sayce writes me that he has informa- 
tion that the Arabs have discovered a library at Niffer." 



There were certain antiquities which I was supposed to have 
shipped in private boxes from Bagdad, containing a gold buckle 
or two gold buckles [cf. p. 134, above]. I may inform you that 
they are now in the Museum at Constantinople, and, if I am not 
mistaken, one member of your Committee saw them when he 
visited me a couple of years ago. 

Mr. Houston: I saw those buckles in the Museimi at Constan- 
tinople in March, 1903. 
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Dr. Hilprecht: 

I would like directly to challenge Dr. Peters' statement that 
the Kh. Collections and the J. S. Collection, which, according to 
Dr. Harper's own report, are to be regarded as one, were gathered 
from three sites, chiefly ancient Babylon; second, Abu Hatab, 
ancient Sippara, and, third, [Borsippa]. I am in a position 
directly to prove before you that these collections came at least 
from seven mounds. Abu Hatab is not attacked; I agree that a 
large nimiber came from there. Babylon is not attacked ; a good 
part came from there. Borsippa is not attacked; I can admit 
that there is a tablet upstairs which says, "Property of the god 
Nebo, king of the Universe." This is all the internal evidence 
upon which Dr. Peters bases his statement that he believed in a 
library at Borsippa. But he is right. It is sufficient. We know 
from cuneiform inscriptions that the god Nebo had his chief 
temple at Borsippa, and we also know that he had many other 
shrines. Those three sites are acknowledged by my critics [as 
having contributed to the three collections mentioned. There- 
fore] I do not need to prove it. 

But allow me, in connection with a volume which lies here, 
''The Babylonian Expedition," Series A, Vol. I, Part 1, p. 49, to 
«ay this: I published a little soapstone tablet on Plate 15, text 
26, [at the same time giving its provenance] on information con- 
tained in Dr. Peters' letter there, and in accordance with which 
I was acting at that time.* Since I did not want to press my own 
opinion too much as over against Dr. Peters' I stated: "presum- 
ably neighborhood of Babylon." The soapstone tablet is num- 
bered 103 in our Catalogue; in other words, it belongs to the J. S. 
Collection. Prof. Winckler, of the University of Berlin, [in 
discussing this inscription] in his book AUorientalische Forschungen, 
Part III, Leipzig, 1895, pp. 274f ., [in connection with my Assyriaca, 
pp. lOlff.], stat^ among several [other things] that there is one 
important point in which I have aided him in the historical inter- 
pretation. [On the other hand, however, in closing his article] 
he says: "Hilprecht gives as the place of origin: ['presumably 
neighborhood of Babylon.' According to its contents, it can now 
scarcely be doubted that originally it came from Uruk."] 

In other words, because I followed Dr. Peters' friendly 
advice too much at that time, against my better knowledge, I 
was criticised by the BerUn professor that I did not apply my 
internal evidence ; and he was right. ' 

The [Burna Buriash] mortar is another example. On the 

* [Cf . the regular phrase used in my description of the antiquities from the 
J. S. and Kh. Coflections, published in the volume quoted above, e.g., Nos. 12, 26, 
27, 33, 83. In two cases, however, the internal evidence presented by the 
inscription itself was so strong that, contrary to Dr. Peters' information, I felt 
bouna to give as the places of origin, "probably Ursag-Kish*^ (No. 14) and 
''probably Muqayyar" (No. 16), Cf. p. 206, below.— H. V. H.]. 
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evidence of Dr. Peters I said, "presumably neighborhood of 
Babylon." But Prof. Hommel, of Munich, clearly showed that 
it came from Nippur [cf. pp. 178f., above]. In the volume that I 
have here, however, it was [impossible for] me [in two instances] to 
write the friendly advice, "presumably neighborhood of Baby- 
lon." I refer to another tablet, Plate 9, No. 16 (Catalogue of our 
Museimi, No. 842; that is, from the Kh. Ck)llection). It says: 
"To the lady of Ur (Ur of the Chaldees), his lady, Dungi, the 
powerful champion, king of Ur, king of Shumer and Akkad, has 
constructed her temple of the eternal tor."* In other words, 
the tablet states that King Dungi, who belongs to the second 
dynasty of Ur (he calls himself king of Ur), [constructed a certain 
temple] and dedicated it to "the Lady of Ur," the chief female 
deity of Ur. Therefore I coiJd not very well go beyond my own 
conviction in this case and state "probably from the neighbor- 
hood of Babylon." But there is another text, Plate 8, No, 14 
(Catalogue of our Museimi, No. 841; therefore from the Kh. 
Collection). I will translate to you from Plate 8, No. 14. This ' 
text reads: "To the lady of Kharsag, his lady, Ur-GUR, the 
powerful champion, king of Shumer and Akkad, has constructed 
Kesh, her beloved temple."* 

In addition to these [seven places] which I have mentioned, 
I feel positive that as soon as we begin to publish them all I can 
prove that a few more [tablets of the J. S. and Kh. Collections 
came from other ruins]. I must state here [even now] that the 
Arabs who sold these told me afterwards that all the [seal cylinders] 
in these collections came from South Babylonia. And there is 
other evidence to show that they were right. To sum up this case, 
in all probability there are seven different Babylonian ruins 
represented in these collections, not three. 

It has been impossible for me to prepare myseK to answer to your 
satisfaction or my own the many new charges and criticisms and evi- 
dences on scientific points introduced before you at your meetings 
on April 19 and 22. I only received a transcript of the proceedings 
of the meeting of the 19th yesterday afternoon, and I received a part 
of the testimony of Mrs. Haynes given on the 22d last evening. 

[Oral amplification:] And, in addition to this, human endur- 
ance must give way some time. I have been under this fire for 
about five months. My health is nearly broken down. My 
wife's health is gone, not to speak of all the other things. There- 
fore, you will imderstand that, with all my endeavor, I could not— 
in view of the fact that I had not all the papers, even if I spent 
all night without sleep — ^go over it. 

♦[The stenographic record contains only the first words of my translation, 
disposing of the rest with the words : " (translating tablet)." — H. V. H.] 
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I accordingly ask that my oral examination be confined to the 
matters I have to-day ref eirei to ; that you will hold another session 
at any time, to-morrow or Saturday, which you may desire, at which 
I be examined on the question of ownership of certain articles, as to 
which I have also to present to you very considerable documentary 
evidence, and on the various matters first brought to your attention 
and mine in the course of your proceedings of April 19 and 22. 

[Oral amplification:] In so far as my honor seems to be 
attacked, in connection with the question of ownership, I would 
ask as a privilege that you make the most searching examination 
that you desire to make. 

Oral Examination of Dr. Hilprecht. ;,,. 

Mr. Jones: 

Q. Dr. Hilprecht, we desire to ask you a few questions. One of 
the principal allegations against your late methods, expressed in the 
statements and testimony of Jastrow, Peters, Prince, Ranke and Lau, 
is to the effect that only one impression can be drawn from the refer- 
ences in your book to the three particular tablets — ^the Lushtamar 
tablet, the mathematical tablet, and the astronomical tablet — and that 
impression is that they were excavated at Nippur by you. You have 
spoken in detail upon the subject, and in reply have you anything else 
to say? 

A. Nothing beyond what I stated, and the fact that I never said 
and never intended to convey any such impression, and that any person 
who would read, as a scientific man, the book from beginning to end 
[would come to this conclusion. And if he had any doubt, he] could 
have found out for himself, by looking at the exhibited tablets, that 
I did not mean to state this, but that it was an inference drawn accord- 
ing to my view; that it was more a matter of judgment, of discretion, 
than a blunder or misrepresentation. The fact that I exhibited the 
tablets and, according to the unanimous consent of my critics, did 
not change any of the labels showed that. I gave them [my critics] the 
information [of their acquisition] by exhibiting the objects in the 
Museum; therefore I wanted it to be known that they had been ac- 
quired by purchase, but, on the other side, my logical and scientific 
inference led me to the belief that they were excavated at some time 
or other at Nippur. 

Q. You have used the three tablets for the purpose of illustra- 
tion before your classes? 

A. In the University, yes; I have used them in my lectures. 

Q. And would these particular boxes at the times of the showing 
exhibit the same marks upon them as at present? 

A. Yes, exactly the same. I took them out of the show-cases 
for your Conmiittee only. Up to that time I never touched them. 
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When I used them for illustration I generally asked Dr. Clay to take 
them out. 

Q. The book in which these three tablets are illustrated has been 
pubHshed under two different titles, I beUeve? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you the other book here? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What was the title of the volimie first published by the depart- 
ment? 

A. "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia." 

Q. Did that title relate to the fourth expedition? 

A. No, sir. 

•Q. Did it relate to the second or third ? 

A. No. 

Q. Or to the first? 

A. No. 

Q. Did the title-page in any way limit its meaning as applicable 
to any one of those particular expeditions? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What did it do — deal with the general subject of scientific 
exploration in Assyria and Babylonia? 

A. Exactly. The subject had never been treated in this com- 
prehensive way before, except that here [and there] a gentleman had 
picked out a period or a couple of years. Assyriology was badly in 
need of a comprehensive study of the whole subject of excavations 
in Assyria and Babylonia, and for this reason I spent about six years 
in preparing this work. My best time was devoted to it. I hunted 
up the early excavators, had to examine books which were out of 
print — and it was two or three years before I could get them — in 
order to be as authoritative as possible, and our own expeditions 
should only form the concluding chapter in this whole history. This 
pubUcation was first published at great expense by Holman & Co., 
and they had requested me, especially when it became known that our 
fourth expedition had been so successful, that I should devote more 
space and more time to the Babylonian expeditions of this University 
in general, in order to satisfy the people of the United States; and even 
before the volume was published I submitted to Holman that it [my 
essay] was entirely out of proportion if I should give so much space 
to the expeditions of the University of Pennsylvania. I have been 
criticised sharply for that [Is^ck of proportion] all over the world ; [it has 
been remarked] that it was rather placing the expeditions of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania into the foreground, but I meant to ido it. 

Q. I notice that you do not, in reference to these three tablets, 
anywhere state, as far as I can find, that they were excavated or dug 
up in Nippur. Why did you not say that they were excavated or dug 
up there? 

A. I had two reasons. On the one side I could not give too many 
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notes. Whenever I gave notes in connection with the Temple Library 
you will find that I rather wanted to supplement a lack * 

Q. You didn't imderstand the question. Why did you not say 
that in the text? 

A. Because it would have become too bulky. 

Q. Why did you not say in the text that those objects were 
excavated and dug up at Nippur by one of the expeditions? 

A. Because it lay outside of what I wanted to treat. I wanted 
to illustrate by those illustrations the character of the tablets contained 
in the Temple Library of Nippur without [any particular] reference. 
I would not have hesitated — ^if I had [not] had those illustrations at 
that time in Jena at my disposal — I would not have hesitated to take 
tablets from the Koyimjuk Collection in order to illustrate the points 
of the Temple Library at Nippur [I wanted to bring out]. This was 
my purpose. 

By Mr. Harris : 

Q. Your thought at the moment was the general subject of what 
those excavations had yielded, and not what was done by any par- 
ticular expedition? 

A. Not by any single expedition. That was the idea. My 
endeavor was to illustrate, by the material which I had at my disposal, 
the character and contents of this library; not to give the pieces which 
had been dug out [by the fourth expedition], for I had necessarily to 
find them in Constantinople or Philadelphia. As I said, if I had not 
[had] these [photographs] from our own expeditions, including tablets 
purchased, I surely would not have hesitated a moment to take 
tablets from the Koyimjuk Collection which was accessible to me, 
through books I had at my disposal or through the British Museum. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. You said that any scientific person who read the book would 
not be misled as to your meaning. Dr. Prince uses these words, and 
I am reading from the stenographic minutes: "I have read Prof. 
Hilprecht's book with great care, and also his lectures, and in order to 
put the matter to [the test] I have asked a number of persons, who 
are outsiders and who know nothing about the controversy, to read 
them, asking them what they thought, without giving them any 
direct indication of what I desired to know. They have all been 
of one opinion, the same opinion as Dr. Peters has stated, and I am 
of that same opinion" [cf. p. 79, above]. That is Dr. Prince's state- 
ment. That is to say, that the publication of these tablets and the 
way in which they were published would give the inference to a scien- 
tific mind — as that of Dr. Prince, who said he read the book with great 
care, and your lectures at the same time — that they had been part of 

* [The answer was to continue : "in illustrations," when it was interrupted. — 
H. V, H.] 
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the finds of the fourth expedition. How do you suppose such an 
impression could have gotten into Dr. Prince's mind? 

A. By carelessness; simply because he did not read them with 
care. I emphatically contradict his statement; for I have given 
reasons in my reply [cf . pp. 174-177] to show that if a person had read 
them with care, he could not have come to that conclusion; and 
since Dr. Peters is mentioned among others, [let me add that] Dr, 
Peters first of all should and must have noticed that he did not himself 
dig up the objects by which I illustrated the second expedition, [opposite 
pp. 326 and 337 of my book]. Therefore he could have inferred, from 
the fact that I illustrated the second expedition with objects dug out 
by the third and fourth, that the method probably pursued with 
regard to the others was exactly the same. 

By Mr. Jones: 

Q. That is, your dealing with the question of the product of the 
expeditions considered the whole four expeditions, and not the excava- 
tions of the fourth expedition alone? 

A. That is correct. 

Q. I understand a large number of articles had been purchased 
which have been included as the product of those expeditions? 

A. I have included them in all my writings always. 

Q. And how many distinct objects did you say were purchased 
in the four expeditions which are now in the possession of the Museum? 

A. If you include also the Kappadokian tablets and antiquities, 
which by a peculiar combination of circumstances I also regard as the 
scientific results of our four expeditions, I would say the acquired 
objects will number at least 1800 pieces. 

Q. That are now in the possession of the Museum? 

A. Yes, sir: by p\u*chase. I mean acquired by p\u*chase. 

Q. In yoiu* writings and the writings of Dr. Peters are any of 
them referred to as distinctive objects, as being p\u*chased as against 
being excavated or dug up anywhere? 

A. Yes. In my own writings constantly. If you desire passages,. 
I will be glad to give them to you. 

Q. There were additional ones purchased in the other expeditions?" 

A. Dining all the expeditions. 

Q. Have -these all been classified? 

A. For the greater part. There is still a collection purchased 
from Haynes down in the basement which has not* yet been fully 
classified? 

Q. Purchased from? 

A. Purchased from Haynes. 

Q. Where did Haynes obtain them? 

A. He bought them, as he states in his letter at the time, from 
the Arabs living in the neighborhood of Nippur, and many of the 
objects doubtless were stolen from the trenches, as I could find out 
from internal evidence and have classified them so already. 
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Q. Were they purchased from Haynes during his period of service 
under the University? 

A. I would infer so from his letters, since he says they were 
gathered in connection with his expedition work, outside. Whenever 
an Arab came and we had no funds for the pm-pose, he purchased 
them and afterwards offered them to us. 

Q. It seems then that it was recognized by the Committee that 
Haynes, a member of the expedition, had a right from his own means 
to p\u*chase archaeological articles and sell them to the Committee 
or to the Museum? 

A. We never questioned that. I was a member of the Committee, 
and I remember it very well, because it constantly impressed upon 
Dr. Haynes the necessity — as it did upon Dr. Peters and upon me — 
that our funds were not large enough to go outside of Nippm*. Every- 
thing of the kind had to be done upon the responsibility of Haynes, 
Peters [cf. pp. 187f., above] or myself. 

Q. Do you remember whether you used for the purpose of illus- 
tration, or whether Dr. Peters in his books upon Nippur used for the 
purpose of illustration, any purchased articles? 

A. Dr. Peters does. 

Q. I see that opposite p. 14 of Dr. Peters' "Nippur, First Cam- 
paign, Vol. I," there is an illustration, under which are the words: 
"Clay Barrel Cylinder containing five hundred lines of inscription of 
Nebuchadrezzar the Great. Found in Babylon. (The inscription 
contains an account of the buildings of Nebuchadrezzar including 
canals.)" Was this one of the objects purchased? 

A. Yes, sir. That forms part of the J(oseph) S(hemtob) Collec- 
tion. It was determined on internal evidence that it came from 
Babylon; in fact Dr. Peters uses there exactly the same method I 
employ in reference to the Library of Nippur. He says: "Found in 
Babylon." We did not excavate there. 

By Mr. Harris : 

Q. You relied mainly on the internal evidence, on what is con- 
tained in the inscriptions themselves? 

A. Yes, sir. I can only rely on this. If ^the story of the Arabs 
is contradictory, I must hold to my own evidence. When I receive 
any information from the Arabs, I have no right to doubt it except 
I have strong reasons against it. If the internal evidence is contrary 
to the story of the Arabs, the statement of the Arabs must fall. If it 
agrees, the Arabs were correct. 

Q. You thought the Arabs as a rule were intelligent enough, 
while not trusting their honesty much, to make their statements 
fairly credible? 

A. You must distinguish there. We have several classes of 
Arabs. The Arab who knows that you are a Turkish official will tell 
you nothing but lies, because he is afraid his secret business will be 
stopped. In the last expedition I suffered greatly from this [distrust] 
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because it was known that the Grand Vizier had sent a special note 
to all the governors of the Turkish Empire [in Asia Minor. Conse- 
quently] there was this thought [in the mind of those Arabs who were] 
robbing the Ottoman Government, that this note was sent out to 
{assist me in] finding out [all I could] as to their secret excavations, 
that they might be stopped. But if the average traveler comes along, 
they as a rule tell him the truth. Particularly when he enters into their 
spirit and jokes and chats with them, he is able to get any information 
out of them. It is quite different with the dealers in Bagdad, the 
antiquity dealers, who are mostly Jews. As soon as one of these 
knows that an ALSsyriologist wants to know where an object comes 
from, they do the same thing as the monks of the Christian chiu-ches 
in Palestine [used to do] — ^in order to please you* they manufacture 
fitories for every occasion, and you cannot rely upon them at all. 
Dr. Harper is quite correct in stating in one of his publicationsf that in 
nine cases out of ten no Arab dealer in Baghdad knows where the 
-antiquity was foimd. Only the Arabs of the country, who did the 
excavating, can tell you where they came from. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. I notice the language in this note, the description of the clay 
barrel cylinder at the bottom of it, says, "Found in Babylon." That 
object was not found in Babylon by either of the four expeditions? 

A. No, sir ; we never excavated it. 

Q. That is the language which you have yourself used in connec- 
tion with the Temple Library? 

A. Yes, sir; precisely the same. 

Q. Taking this book and its piupose, if an inference was to be 
•drawn from yoiu* description as to what was found in the Temple 
Library, that it was the fourth expedition that had obtained it, pre- 
<5isely the same inference would follow in reference to the language 
used by Dr. Peters. Am I right in that? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You will notice that in the text, p. 15, there is the following 
language in reference to the collection of which this clay barrel cylinder 
was a part: "From <the colophon of a Nabopolassar tablet in this 
collection and from other information obtained later, I was led to 
surmise that the Arabs had discovered part of a royal library at 
Ibrahim Khalil, the ancient Borsippa. The bulk of the collection, 
however, came from ancient Babylon, as I learned later on the spot. 
Among the gems in it, which [especially] aroused the enthusiasm of 
Mr. Pinches and of Prof. Sayce, were a vase of Xerxes with a trilingual 
inscription; a barrel cylinder of Nebuchadrezzar II. with five hundred 
lines of inscription, the largest yet discovered." There was nothing 
in that sentence which relates especially to the clay barrel cyUnder 

* [Cf. on this point "Explorations in Bible Lands," "Researches in Palestine," 
by Benzinger, p. 583.— H. V. H.] 

t [Cf . R. F. Harper in Hehraica, Vol. VI, p. 225.— H. V. H.] 
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as having been found in Babylon, unless he means that the bulk of the 
collection, he learned from the Arabs, came from there ; and when he 
uses the words under the cyUnder opposite p. 14, under the illustration, 
in reference to Nebuchadrezzar the Great, he means that Nebuch- 
adrezzar the Great, was the same as on p. 15, where he speaks of 
Nebuchadrezzar the Second? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is there any reference in Dr. Peters' book or in yoiu* book, 
"Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia/' to any other illustrations 
or cuts of any purchased articles? 

A. I do not remember exactly whether there are any in mine. 
In Dr. Peters' there probably are.* 

Q. The declaration under the illustration of Dr. Peters that that 
cylinder was found in Babylon must be taken then either from what 
he was told or from intrinsic evidence? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there any higher authority for him to make that declara- 
tion in reference to that vasef than you had in reference to the objects- 
you declared came from the Temple Library? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. As far as the declaration under the illustration is concerned? 

A. Yes; sir. 

By Mr. Harris: 

Q. I suppose in the deciphering of all ancient docimaents you have 
to tell very largely from the intrinsic evidence where they came from? 

A. Yes. There is also one point to be considered. (I have been 
chiefly known here as the representative of this scientific standpoint). 
The evidence furnished by ancient documents is as a riJe correct. We 
have been able to verify it in hundreds and hundreds of cases. Except 
you can bring very strong evidence to the contrary you have to accept 
it, especially when corroborative evidence is given by those of simple 
mind, not with the intention of deceiving or cheating [when] they have 
no purpose in doing so. 

Q. Rather as if they were telling the simple truth, without any 
knowledge of what bearing it might have? 

A. Exactly. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. You are now showing me " Old Babylonian Inscriptions chiefly 
from Nippur," [Part 2], by H. V. Hilprecht, and on page 25J, No. 69, 
there are two illustrations of stone[s], on§ one you have put "Frag- 
ment of a Boundary Stone," and on§ the other "Inscribed Tablet," 
and under both of these appears the word "Nippur"? 

* [The stenographic record misplaced the words ''mine" and "Dr. Peters'.'' 
I said the opposite: "I do not remember exactly whether there are any in Dr, 
Peters' book. In mine there probably are." — ^H. V. H.] 



'Evident mistake in stenographic record for "piece." — H. V. H.] 
Mistake in stenographic record for Plate XX v. — H. V. H.] 
'Mistake in stenographic record for "under." — H. V. H.] 
Mistake in stenographic record for "Pebble." — H. V. H.] 
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A. Yes, sir. The upper one is in the Berlin Museum, and it was 
bought from the Arabs. I had to take it on the statement of the 
Berlin authorities that it came from Nippiu*. 

Q. You have read to us to-day a reference to it? 

A. Yes [cf. p. 178, above]. 

Q. If the same implication were to be drawn from declarations 
in reference to that article in the Berlin Museum that is sought to be 
drawn from your references to the three tablets in question, it would 
be that the Museum had acquired it from Nippur directly or could 
trace its origin authentically to Nippur? 

A. Exactly. 

Q. Yet in your judgment such an inference would not be either 
just or a necessary inference, unless the fact was specifically stated 
that it had been acquired from Nippur by some German expedition 
or excavated from there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That the phraseology employed there, as employed by you, 
is indicative of opinion as to the place of origin only? 

A. Yes, sir. 

By Dr. LeConte : 

Q. In the official Catalogue of the Berlin Museum is there not a 
similar instance to one of the articles referred to. No. 69, stated as 
from Nippur, when it was not dug up there? 

A. Yes, sir; it states ^^From Nippur,'' simply because the curator, 
or the person in charge of those antiquities, was fully convinced, on 
evidence probably known to him alone, that it came from Nippur. 
He is perfectly justified and, [in view of] his position [as a scholar and 
the character of his book], I do not think [it was necessary] that he 
should [have] expressed his [reasons for] his opinion [as to] where it 
came from. On the other side [of the Atlantic] we are much more 
accustomed to deal with such questions by putting only a man in the 
place in whom we have confidence that he is able to discriminate and 
determine such things, and we rely upon his authority as sufficient 
evidence for us, otherwise we would not put him in the place; therefore 
if the curator [makes such a statement,] the public and his Government 
accept it as a matter of fact, otherwise they would not put him there, 
and he is justified in making [similar statements] in all official publi- 
cations. 

Q. But if criticism is made of such a method of exact statement 
as being inaccurate, that woiJd throw discredit upon the whole cata- 
logue? 

A. It is inconceivable that any scholar in Europe would ever 
make such criticism. It could only be made here by these gentlemen. 
In Europe no person would think of it; in fact. Dr. Myhrman found it 
*^ rather puzzling" even to grasp the present situation [cf. p. 167, 
above]. The British Museum goes so far in its official publications that 
they do not even state whether an object was purchased or excavated. 
They regard it as absolutely unnecessary, as twenty volumes indicate. 
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By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Referring to the jar of tablets found on March 1, 1900, the 
one you have particularly described. You say, you know that it is 
3, different jar from that which is referred to at the beginning of Mr. 
Haynes' note, "Seven burned tablets found in a jar during the morn- 
ing." You are entirely clear that there were two found the same day? 

A. Yes, sir; so Dr. Haynes reported to me. I naturally woidd 
take his words as evidence, and it agrees with his diary. 

Q. And the language in red ink, following the reference to the 
seven burned tablets, where it says, "found in a jar during morning," 
^' found along the bank of the Shatt-en-Nil," refers to a totally different 
lot of tablets from that referred to in the language in red ink, "Later 
a collection of different epochs"? 

A. Yes, sir; absolutely different, for he told me so in the field, 
and my whole report is made up on the information, and it agrees 
entirely with what he states in his diary. 

Q. Do you understand the quotation in red ink to be different 
from the text? 

A. Dr. Haynes uses the same method on other pages by adding 
in red ink additional notes : for what purpose and from what sources 
I do not know. 

Q. That might fairly perhaps be supposed to be his later thoughts ? 

A. I would not say his later thoughts. Probably he had little 
slips or something, as we all had at Nippur, which he afterwards threw 
away, after they had been entered — field notes. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Mr. Fisher's statement, read by Dr. Ranke, says that you 
state, in your answers to the charges against you with reference to the 
two jars, that there were two jars found, one on the morning of the 
day you arrived and one on the afternoon of that day, March 1, 1900, 
and the way Mr. Fisher expresses it is this: "Neither Mr. Haynes, 
Mrs. Ha3nies, Mr. Geere nor myself have any record of any such fact. 
Prof. Hilprecht arrived on the afternoon of March 1, and I can assert 
positively that he did not make excavations until the following morning, 
March 2 ; therefore he could have no personal knowledge on the after- 
noon of March 1 which none of the other members of the expedition 
knew of." The inference from that statement of Mr. Fisher is, as I 
understand, that Mr. Haynes had no knowledge of the second jar, 
which was found, or alleged to have been found, on the afternoon of 
March 1 : "Neither Mr. Haynes, Mrs. Haynes, Mr. Geere nor myself." 

A. Mr. Haynes states clearly that the other collection was found, 
and my whole report sent from Nippur is based upon that statement 
from Mr. Haynes. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. The contemporaneous report? 

A. Yes, the contemporaneous report. 
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By Provost Harrison : 

Q. Was this statement original with you as to the finding of these 
two vases, or was it infonnation given to you by Haynes? 

A. It was reported to me by Haynes that there were two jars 
foimd, one in the morning and one in the afternoon; and in proof of 
the fact that he did not communicate every important find to Mrs, 
Haynes, I quote [from his diary under March 1, 1900: "7 burnei> 
TABLETS foimd in a jar during] the morning," of which Mrs. Haynes 
does not mention a word [in her "Daily Work Reports"]. 

Q. I am referring to p. 89, statement of Clarence S. Fisher [cf. 
p. 96, above]. In what official report to Mr. Clark, the Chairman of 
the Babylonian Expeditions, did you refer to two vases having been 
found on the same day? 

A. I don't know. I have not examined [them] so carefully with 
regard to this, for when I was at Nippur, as I stated in my first report^ 
I was sent out with an entirely different imderstanding of facts from 
those which I found. [Searching for the passage.] On p. 7 of my third 
report, March 16, 1900, "As reported in my last letter, there has also 
been found, since my arrival, a most remarkable collection" — ^I use the 
same word as Mr. Haynes — "of well-preserved and exceptionally inter- 
esting and important documents, all found together in a jar in the 
'Library.' " This information I have from Mr. Haynes, for I was not 
present. Then I describe that it contained nineteen tablets [cf . pp. 
192f., above, and also p. 226, below]. 

Q. One of the statements says that one of these jars was sealed 
and unopened. I imderstood you this morning to say that the articles 
were brought to you out of the vase — simply the collection said to 
have been found in the jar? 

A. Yes. I have not seen a jar [with tablets] at Nippur, ex- 
cepting the one discovered in my presence, when I went personally, 
made drawings, and took every object down. It was found about a 
fortnight after my arrival, along the wall. As to all these others 
I never saw the jars. All the objects were brought to me. Dr. 
Haynes brought me these seven from the one jar, and these nineteen 
from the other jar. 

Q. The collections were brought to you, but with the exception 
of the single jar which you saw while you were there diu-ing the five * 
weeks in 1900, you did not see any jar at all, but simply the collections 
alleged by Haynes to have been found in the jar? 

A. Exactly. In one of my reports I refer particularly to the 
unscientific method of dealing with all the vases found. None of the 
vases found have any notes whatsoever on them. They were heaped 
upon the roof of the house like a large mass of potatoes, and I don't 
know where they came from. I left them there, picking out a few as 
curios; but they had no scientific value, because they had no notes on 
them. 

* [Mistake in stenographic record for "ten." — H. V. H.] 
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Q. There is another statement made by Mr. Fisher, which you 
will find on p. 90 of the official stenographic report [cf. p. 197, above]: 
"Further than this, I wish to add that the fragmentary tablet illustrated 
at p. 518, and there called a 'large fragment of clay tablet containing 
the plan of Nippur and its environments,' and unmistakably described 
in the text, p. 518, as coming from a vase found in the upper strata of 
the library 'soon after my arrival,' did not come from the vase thus 
specified, for the simple reason that I (Fisher) had the identical tablet 
here illustrated in my bedroom at Nippur four months before the 
arrival of Prof. Hilprecht. Dr. Haynes had turned it over to me with 
request to make a drawing of it. I found that the tablet had to be 
thoroughly cleansed before I could do so advantageously, and as I 
did not care to take the risk of doing this, I did not draw it but returned 
it to Dr. Haynes." I imderstood you to say this morning that you, 
Dr. Hilprecht, yourself cleaned it. The question I now ask you is, 
taking Fisher's statement that you (Hilprecht) say that soon after 
your arrival a vase was f oimd in the upper strata of the library con- 
taining this large fragment of clay tablet containing the plan of Nippur, 
whereas Fisher says he had that in his possession in his bedroom four 
months before your arrival? 

A. I would ask the question: Why does neither Dr. Haynes nor 
Mrs. Haynes ever mention such an important find in their diaries? 
It is not specifically referred to in any of their notes. If you will 
read over the whole of the diaries you will find there is not a reference 
to such a find; therefore I personally can only believe the statements 
submitted to me by the official field director of the University of 
Pennsylvania in his reports as they were given to me, and if those 
reports are doubted by his own members, who apparently them- 
selves were at Nippur when the thing was foimd, I naturally do not 
know what to make out of the whole situation. 

By Mr. Houston: 

Q. Fisher says he returned it to Haynes? 

A. I would ask this question: Since I showed these objects in 
Nippur and had this object photographed at Nippur — ^for my picture 
is made from a photograph of this tablet made after* my arrival at 
Nippur,* at my request — ^why did Mr. ^Fisher never call my attention 
to the fact that this was not part of a jar foimd since my arrival. I 
spoke to him and Geere again and again about these precious objects. 
He had lots of chances to speak to me. It seems very remarkable 
to me that, having all these chances, he never mentioned a word, 
while now suddenly he declares he saw it. He never told me about 
it, though it would have been his duty in the field to tell me [all he 
knew about it]. 



♦[Identical with Haynes* "Catalogue of Negatives" 1899-1900, Series A 
(8 X 10 inches), No. 223, made after April 7, 1900.— H. V. H.] 
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ByMr. JoNiJs: Id 

Q. When Mr. Fisher states that the picture in the book was made 
of the object before it was cleaned, is that correct or not? 

A. Absurd, impossible. It is not correct. 

Q. The photograph shows it has been cleaned? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The photograph shows that the object has been cleaned? 

A. Yes, sir. I used hydrochloric acid to clean it. May I call 
attention to one fact? In Mrs. Haynes' reports you find [in a sum- 
mary of the "week ending March 10'']: '*An inscribed stone tablet of 
Ur-Gur, seven perfect tablets of burned clay and several fragmentary 
tablets. Brick stamp of Bur-Sin, slightly imperfect [cf . p. 194, footnote]/' 
This brick stamp of Bur-Sin I refer to as having been f oimd in the vase, 
the stone tablet of Ur-Gur as having been found in the vase. I call 
attention to the fact that there is evidently an inaccuracy [on the part 
of Mrs. Haynes], since she mentions them eight days later, after I saw 
them, as having been foimd [in the "week] ending March 10." Her diary 
is written up afterward from memory, evidently, as proven by this one 
statement. The brick stamp is mentioned [by me] as an object in the 
vase, also the [tablet of Ur-Gur], which were shown to me on the second 
of March, the day after my arrival. She reports them [only in the 
summary] of March 10, as among the objects foimd [since March 6].* 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. The impression of your critics is that the entry in Dr. Haynes' 
diary of March 1 in reference to two vases, that there was but one 
vase found, and that the entry in red ink refers to a larger collection, 
foimd by later examination in the one vase which was there noted ; 
that is, seven baked clay tablets found March 1, later a larger collec- 
tion, and the position your critics take is that, while you state that 
two vases had been foimd, or two large collections found, Mr. Fisher 
makes the statement that there was but one vase found on March 1, 
the day of your arrival, only one, whereas you say there was one in the 
morning and one in the afternoon. 

A. The seven burned tablets were found in a jar during the 
morning. If anybody should know the contents of them [these 
tablets], I suppose it would be I, as Assyriologist of the party, 
who could read them. ThesQ seven burned tablets I have very well 
in mind. They all were of the ordinary contract type of the time of 
Hammurabi, and they could never be the objects nor any of the 
objects, for among the nineteen objects described there was no con- 
tract tablet of the Hammurabi dynasty at all. In addition, I would 
like to say once more : for me it matters nothing or very little [whether 
one or two jars were found], I was not there at the spot when the 
jars were found. The one was found after my arrival, as Dr. Haynes 
reported to me, in the afternoon, and at that time — on this point the 

* [Her daily report for this week begins with "Monday, March 5 : Nothing." — 
H. V. H.] 
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report of Mrs. Haynes, according to her diary, and Mr. Haynes' and 
my own reports all agree — surely excavations were carried on in Tablet 
Hill, mound No. IV. If they want to destroy Mr. Haynes' own 
positive evidence, that is not a matter for me, since I was not sent 
out to learn what Mrs. Haynes had to tell me. In my reports you will 
find that I particularly disclaim to receive any evidence from Mrs. 
Haynes, since she was a guest and had no official connection with the 
expedition; that therefore I had to rely exclusively upon the two 
architects, but only secondarily, for the first and principal man was 
the dh-ector in the field, who was officially appointed by the University 
of Pennsylvania, and naturally he was my first and chief source of 
information. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Do you remember whether you made the photograph of this 
stone or Dr. Haynes? 

A. I never made any photograph there for the expedition officially. 
Dr. Haynes made it. But he always called me in when any important 
object was taken, to find out from me which size he should take, or 
whether he should put several objects together. I remember this 
photograph particularly; it was made after my arrival. 

Q. You say, "having cleaned the stone which represents the 
map." Do you mean to say that the photograph was made after the 
stone was cleaned? 

A. Yes, sir. Besides, in my report I request the Committee 
never to speak, when they write to us in the field, about this tablet, 
[being afraid] that Mrs. Haynes would give the secret away. She did 
not know about this tablet; nor did Mr. Fisher or Geere for some 
time know about it. I kept the secret as to what this tablet was 
entirely to myself, until finally, towards the last, I told Dr. Haynes 
and the two architects. As far as I remember, it is among the tablets 
found in one of our boxes. I cannot state positively. This was the 
chief point : I did not want to give the knowledge to Mrs. Haynes. 

Q. Can you tell me the number of tablets or objects obtained by 
the expeditions, first, second, third and fourth, that have been cata- 
logued? 

A. I would say there are catalogued — ^but not all yet transferred 
from the old catalogue into the new one; we changed the old catalogue 
entirely in 1898, I think — about between 10,000 and 15,000 objects. 

Q. You have never counted them? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you know if any one has in the Museum? 

A. No, unless Dr. Clay has. 

Q. Who did the most of that work? 

A. I did it all, all the cataloguing. 

Q. Do you mean that every one of these objects has been marked 
by you? 

A. I entered everything in the catalogue. Dr. Clay assisted in 
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the cleaning, when he was here. Much was done before he came here. 
The boxing [of tablets] was done formerly by me, and the labeling 
was done formerly by me. All the labels are inscribed in my own 
handwriting. 

Q. Do you mean between 10,000 and 15,000 were done by you 
personally? 

A. Yes, with the exception of four or five himdred, or perhaps 
less — three hundred — ^which were described by Dr. Harper, the Joseph 
Shemtob Collection, which he had sent in boxes to Philadelphia in order 
to show us how to make [glass-top] boxes here. Those were described 
by him. I think also a few of the Kh. Collection. 

By Provost Harrison: 

Q. Have you heard any criticism, either oral or written, as to the 
accuracy or inaccuracy of any of this cataloguing work you have done? 
A. Never to my knowledge. 

(Adjourned to Saturday, April 29, 1905, 11 A.M.). 

IN RE PETERS-HILPRECHT CONTROVERSY. 

Saturday, April 29, 1905. 

Present: The Committee and parties. 

Provost Harrison : In order that the record may be complete, 
I will state that oral notices of this meeting were sent to and accepted 
by all the persons present at the meeting upon Thursday last, and that 
notices were mailed upon the same evening of the meeting to be held 
here to-day to Dr. Peters, Dr. Prince, Dr. Ranke and Mr. Rsher. 
When we adjourned at the last meeting, we adjourned to hear Dr. 
Hilprecht upon several questions, three of which I think are the expla- 
nation of the Fara expedition; the question of the two or four boxes 
marked "Private," concerning which Mrs. Haynes spoke; and the 
question as to his retaining in his private possession or ownership, 
as charged or inferred, articles properly belonging to the University 
of Pennsylvania. There may be some other questions to ask Dr. 
Hilprecht before the meeting adjourns. I suppose Dr. Hilprecht is 
prepared to speak to those questions at present. 

Dr. Hilprecht: In view of the fact that up to the last meeting I 
had not had an opportunity of reading all the detailed criticism which 
had come in from the different sides, and in view of the fact that one 
or other members of your Committee expressed a desire to know a 
little about what was in the previous reports, especially the first and 
second report sent by me from Nippur, I would ask the privilege to-day 
to clear up a few of those points, if you will allow me, and then go over 
to other questions. As to my first report, I cannot find out from the 
copy the exact date, but from the fact that I remember that our mail 
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alwa}^ left on Saturday from Nuffar, and that the second report is 
dated March 10, I right away would infer that the first report was 
March 3, 1900. This is a very full report. We had been greatly 
troubled here in Philadelphia with regard to the great privations to 
which the members of the expedition were subjected. "WTien I arrived 
at Nuffar, to my great astonishment I found nothing of that. I fornid 
they had regular meals, three courses, and many other additional 
things: a house, with comfortable quarters, which had never been 
referred to in any of the previous reports; and in order to quiet the 
gentlemen who felt so anxious for our safety, I devoted considerable 
part of this report to describing the enormous amount of what I styled 
"luxuries" which we had there. 

(Dr. Hilprecht here reads extracts from his first and second 
reports from Nippur, as follows :) 

[First Report of Dr. Hilprecht, Sent March 3, 1900.] 

.... "The excavations I have examined all, so far as they are 
in operation now or have been in operation previously in the course of 
the present campaign, except th6 so-called 'Court of Columns' on Hill 
No. 1, for which I want more time, and which, besides, are only recently 
started, about the time of my arrival here. 

" For various reasons I made the following changes in the distribu- 
tion of workmen at once yesterday: 

"1. The excavations along the long wall reported by Haynes last 
year (first half), and in which you and I were particularly interested, 
had been abandoned during the hot summer, but had not been reopened 
since, as I expected. In entire accordance with Dr. Haynes, I requested 
that on March 5 a number of men be placed at my disposal and under 
my special supervision to determine course, length, width, character, 
etc., of this wall. I will work at two ends at the same time. I do 
not expect any 'finds' there, except accidental. But the wall must 
have been determined before I leave and placed on that map which 
will be now constructed under my supervision by the two architects, . 
to give a clear picture of the city extent at different periods. 

"These excavations you find marked at Hill X on accompanjdng 
map sketch, one of the architects drew at my request. 

"2. There has been found a peculiar structure, Pre-Sargonic, at 
the city wall northeast of the Temple. It has been excavated by Dr. 
Haynes in itself, without determining its precise relation to or char- 
acter in connection with the Sargonic city wall. I have strong reasons 
for the belief that the structure can only be understood on the assump- 
tion that the city wall was the same at the Pre-Sargonic period as at 
Naram-Sin's time. If so, the idea of the absence of the ziggurat at 
the Pre-Sargonic time, to which I adhered on the basis of Haynes' 
reports, must be revised. This little indication of the way in whicli 
my thoughts run will be sufficient for you to understand the import- 
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ance and necessity of this excavation. I have ordered Fisher to 
prepare a preliminary sketch of the place to be excavated, with exact 
dimensions, and to fix the imaginary line of the supposed imderground 
city wall and measurements of the bricks (two Pre-Sargonic rulers 
have evidently built here), and then to suppose himself to be in charge 
of that excavation and to propose his views of how the place ought 
to be excavated, with least expense of time, money and labor to reach 
the aim. I will then correct his plans and give my solution of the 
problem. In this manner I hope to educate him and Geere for their 
work after my departure. Then I will teach them practically what 
must be observed. 

"3. The Temple Hill presents a bewildering mass of uncovered 
canals, platforms, reconstructions, walls, etc., without any attempt 
having been made to unite them and to bring S3rstem into this mass 
by determining their respective age and relation to each other, and 
thus to gain a clear conception of what actually was the Temple of 
Bel at the different periods of its various historical chapters. I went 
over the mounds with Dr. Haynes and the two architects and pointed 
out what ought to have been done, and that practically the whole big 
problem has to be solved while I am here, notwithstanding the lament- 
able fact that much of the previous excavations was ruined, and that 
this problem alone seemed too gigantic for the time at my disposal. 
In no way I desire to criticise the excavations of Dr. Haynes. In 
opposite, I take particular pleasure in stating that in the neatest 
possible way he has understood to excavate here a wall, there a basin, 
here a well, there a niche, there again another structure, or a gate, 
etc. He has even, in his own way, and with a mind sharpened by 
experience, followed up final traces and formed an opinion of such and 
such a structure; but he has utterly failed to combine separate walls 
and objects, and to determine the history of the Temple from this 
ruined but valuable mass by reconstructing the size and character of 
the Temple and its enclosures at say every 500 years from the earliest 
period downward. 

"The extent of platforms has not been determined, and my heart 
• fell at the amount of purely scientific and most necessary technical 
work to be done; before I can give you the picture even of a single 
period. And yet it would be most unjust to take Haynes to account 
for this lack. Let us not forget that this man has been staying here 
alone under most trying circumstances; that he had to fight against 
confusion in structures, Arab marauders, sickness in camp, very bad 
health, former absence of fresh water, and many other odds; that he 
was neither architect nor archaeologist, and that even the most experi- 
enced architect Europe has. Dr. Koldewey, Director of the German 
excavations at Babylon, would have been imable to a great extent to 
restore the Temple at its different periods without the most experienced 
and devoted Assyriological assistance. The time for beginners and 
experiments is passed at Nippur. We want and need trained archi- 
tects of the first calibre, specialists of the most meritorious type. If 
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I had not had nearly sixteen years of Assyriological work of all branches 
in archaeology and philology behind me, I would now hang up my 
harp at the tamerisk and caper shrubs around Nippur and weep that 
God has forsaken his people in the trenches of Nippur. I need time 
to recover from my first shock about the utter failure of our architec- 
tural work so far at Nippur. I do not conceal from you the serious- 
ness of the actual situation. I half and half expected it, but I also 
propose to remedy it to the best of my ability, surroimded by faithful 
and willing companions, every one of whom is simply waiting for what 
I order him to do. Every one feels the deplorable state with me, but 
could not see any outway of the labyrinth without somebody in the 
field to determine the approximate, if not always the absolute, age of 
every wall and relic and tell where to begin. What eighteen hours of 
daily and honest, square work will get out of an enthusiastic man is 
at the disposal of your Committee. I begin to think my long delay in 
reaching Nippur was providential, to give me a much-ne^^ rest on 
the monotonous ship before my gigantic task began here. Was I not 
so well, as I actually am, I would feel despondent. As matters stand, 
I begin with a grim smile and elevated by the thought that the great 
aim before me, your hearty support and confidence behind me, and 
hard-working companions beside me, will bring about some magni- 
ficent results of our combined efforts, of which in the end we all will 
be pardonably proud. Pardon me for not entering into details of 
how the affau- will be cured. Pardon me if in some of my next 
reports I should be briefer than you would hke or I would wish to write. 
Time is so pressed, and my actions (instead of words) so needed every- 
where at the moimds, that I sum up all my requests in the one word : 
Honor me with the same personal and official confidence by which 
every one of you has made me so rich a little while longer, and the 
resulte I have to show you when I come back will speak for themselves. 

"I stopped all unnecessary drawings of objects, trenches, sites, 
etc., as mere playwork, however well meant, and have given every 
one his task for to-day and for Monday. Without any difficulty we 
work harmoniously together. They all feel doubtless that I have not 
come to boss anybody, but to assist with hard personal work towards 
the reaching of the one aim. Dr. Haynes gladly left the confused 
'Tower of Babel' to me and my architects, promising every help pos- 
sible. I will have to cut hundreds of trenches, not with a view of 
getting objects, but to determine the precise extent of walls, platforms, 
etc., in order to gain a real picture of the Temple at all its periods. 
At the same time I will try to determine of the city surroundings, 
walls and gates, [those] which I possibly can with all personal strength 
and devotion. 

"The Court of Columns I will also determine with my colleagues; 
the exact amount of labor to be spent there depends upon progress in 
Temple reconstruction. In this latter (cf. on accompanying map 
Hill 1) I will ask Dr. Haynes to supervise this at present, after we have 
determined the exact method to be pursued. 
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"5. You see a point on Hill V* (of map), marked 'Approximate 
position of Library/ From this hill (which from the beginning of my 
examination of the mounds, eleven years ago, I pointed out to Dr. 
Peters as the one probable Temple Library place, and into which 
j&nally I obtained permission from Dr. Peters to cut trenches with 
twenty men, and from which practically all our first year's c. 2500 
tablets resulted) Mr. Haynes has just extracted nearly 16,500t sound 
and broken tablets — a tremendous result in itself. My examination 
of the various specimens of tablets shows that indeed here we have 
foimd the Temple Library of the third millennium, of which all these 
years along smaller rooms have been excavated, till Haynes foimd the 
chief room or rooms but a short while ago. Needless to say that a 
systematic search by a small gang must be continued with a view of 
new finds, as well as in order to determine the groimd plan of the old 
Temple Library. I have up to date, when I write this, been at Nippur 
only two days (literally), and you will readily imderstand that with 
all my good will, and although I spent only one and a quarter hours in 
bed last night, I have been unable to do more than what I have reported 
above, and to examine a little over 100 representative tablets, all the 
clay reliefs and figurines not yet packed and all the squeezes, aside 
from the fact that I had to unpack my boxes and trimks, receive the 
shaykhs for one and one-half hours, give the architects their work 
after careful examination of what they had done heretofore, and discuss 
the general situation thoroughly with all of them." .... 

Second Report op Dr. Hilprecht, Dated March 10, 1900. 

.... "For reasons easily understood, I have changed all the 
methods of excavation in use at Nuffar during the past week; needless 
to say, in entire accord with Dr. Haynes, whom I had no difficulty to 
convince of the necessity of this first and fimdamental step. Dr. 
Haynes, perhaps not fully imderstanding the precise attitude of your 
Committee towards a strictly scientific form of excavation, was of the 
opinion that it was his chief object to report new tangible finds. In 
consequence of his endeavor i^to meet what he regarded as your Com- 
mittee's desire and order, he cut trench after trench into all the different 
huge and smaller mounds at Nuffar, destroying thereby to a certain 
large degree the historical continuity in the strata of the different cities, 
and completely changing the entire picture of what Nippur actually 
was at ite different periods of existence. The scientific loss sustained 
is very great. The ponderous mass of the Temple mound on the south- 
east side represents a large confusing site of remains of walls, pieces of 
platforms, scattered drains, collapsed sides and deep holes of removed 
earth and destroyed important structures. Tears entered into my 
eyes, and I needed my whole strength not to break down completely. 
At my arrival fortunately no excavation was carried on there, and I 

* [Afterward this number was changed by me into IV. — H. V. H.] 
t [Mistake for 17,500.— H. V. HJ 
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could quietly inspect the whole ruin. The fundamental error which 
has been committed consists in the fact that where horizontal cuttings 
should have — to use this expression — ^peeled off period after period, 
thereby determining the exact extent and form of the Temple structure 
at, say, from every 500-500 years downward. Dr. Haynes rather has 
cut perpendicular trial trenches everywhere, with large or smaller 
openings only when by an obstructing wall or any other structure or 
find a change of direction seemed advisable. These perpendicular 
(trial) trenches are necessary to determine the general character of 
the interior of any moimd, or to follow walls of cities, large buildings, 
wells, etc., and to establish the boimdary lines of property. And they 
have therefore their absolute and relative use in any excavation. But 
they have become an archaeological crime when employed beyond 
their very narrow and well-definSi field of usefulness. As soon as the 
general and special soimdings by perpendicular trenches have given 
us an insight into what the ruins contain, the real work of excavation 
must begin in a S3rstematic manner, in order to restore the ground- 
plan of every period and section. No important find of however 
revolutionizing a character, accidentally peeping out from a lower 
stratum into that stratum which I am presently excavating, must in- 
fluence me (beyond saving the monument, marking its spot and rejoic- 
ing in its finding) to change my tactics, before I have not exposed the 
entire stratum and buildings of the higher period, drawn them and 
removed them carefully. Otherwise I become unscientific in my 
methods and subject to a sharp and just criticism. Dr. Haynes, by 
his endeavor to remove as many thousand cubic feet of earth as possible 
at all the different moimds of Nuffar, in order to bring forth tangible 
finds from all times, and differing widely in character, followed the 
first method, by which alone he hoped to gather in a rich harvest of 
antiquities at the least possible time and outlay of money. He has 
worked heroically at his task, he has been eminently successful in 
exhuming thousands of coffins, thousands of tablets and other objects, 
and he has my full admiration for his energy and touching devotion to 
his duties 

.... "If any photographs had arrived before my departure in 
November, if a more elaborate description of the methods of his work 
had been incorporated in his reports, I could have counteracted his 
well-meant but unscientific and dangerous operations at the most 
ancient and choicest monument of all Babylonia, the Temple of 
Bel, of which the ziggurat is only a very subordinate and simple 
portion .... 

.... "Unfortunately, immediately after my first report was 
written, when at supper, expressing my entire satisfaction with the 
readiness of Dr. Haynes and party to remain a year longer, if so de- 
cided by your Committee, to my utter astonishment, Mrs. Haynes 
interrupted me with the very pointed remark, *Not a moment longer 
than May 1, as our contract requires.' I pass over in silence all that 
followed, after I asked kindly to explain her words, which came rather 
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unexpected to me. I was even more astonished when the architects 
afterwards on their side requested a private interview and asked, as 
one of the chief points to be considered by them in connection with a 
future campaign, whether Mrs. Haynes would remain in Nippur. 
Mrs. Haynes having asked my pardon the next morning for certain 
statements and the manner in which they were made, I cannot very 
well give the details of all that transpired, but am bound to report 
that, according to my honest conviction, Mrs. Haynes, by certain 
unquestionable utterances and not always very tactful remarks about 
many persons, and by assuming a certain influence in directing the 
afifairs of the expedition and the personal pleasures of the members 
more according to her own doubtless well-meant views, has not 
been able to win the confidence of the two architects, who seem never 
to have known their exact position until I assigned it to them in 
accordance with your own views, which I endeavored faithfully to 
execute 

.... ''Geere, to a certain extent, recognized the seriousness 
of the situation in October or November, and handed over the enclosed 
report to Dr. Haynes for transmission to you, as Chairman, without 
meaning to offend Dr. Haynes. The latter declined to forward it, 
on the ground that it was not addressed to him. While I am myself 
a great believer in discipline among the members of any expedition 
to their chief, yet I pointed out to Dr. Haynes that the mere act of 
Geere in forwarding his report openly through him to you was evi- 
dence that he meant to act squarely, and that Dr. Haynes might have 
forwarded it, accompanied by his own remarks, as he saw fit; yet that 
I regarded his refusal to forward an official document to the Chairman 
of the Committee which sent out this expedition as a matter on which 
I had, to my regret, to report to the Committee 

.... "You can understand that under all these circimistances 
I cannot attempt to open any trench to possible finds, as I had expected, 
but can start only such fresh trenches now as are necessary to under- 
stand certain platforms, constructions, etc., and to enable me to 
reconstruct, as far as past damages allow, what has been exposed in 
previous years or what has remained undone, in order to give me a 
conception of the strata and actual extent of the Ten^ple and the city 
of Nippur at the most prominent periods of its history. 

"I hope to send more details and the report of a very interesting 
little 'museum' of archaeological and important documents, made by 
a Babylonian at Nippur contemporaneous with the archaedlogist 
Nabonidus, and doubtless inspired by his king's own explorations, 
which has been discovered since my arrival here, in my next letter. 

"Dr. Haynes will send a Ust of the general finds, which are only 
of a certain period, in view of my radical changes of the methods in 
excavating the mounds of Nippur at f oiu* different places. Archi- 
tectural plans iwill also be forwarded. We are all well and in good 
comfort and health." .... 
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Dr. Hilprecht: Referring to that part of my second report 
regarding the relations of Mrs. Haynes and the architects, I hope 
you understand the situation. Mrs. Haynes did not speak with the 
architects, nor they with her, beyond what official communication 
Tvas necessary. She did not speak for days even with her hugband. 
She was of a most peculiar disposition there. Meanwhile everywhere 
ruin. The architects were retained for the trenches. Haynes left 
it to the architects [to decide what they wanted to do]. They had 
asked for Uttle excavations on their own account in the Temple, 
which they carried on with great [success and] good results in opening 
a gate there. They also uncovered several Uttle reliefs there. But 
there was nobody to control them. Then I remember very distinctly, 
about October or November, Mr. Geere presented a statement that 
this kind of excavation was leading to ruin, and demanded from Mr. 
Haynes [that he send] a statement from [him] to the Committee. Dr. 
Haynes refused. In my reports I show this and claim that Dr. Haynes 
had no right to refuse to send the statement to the Committee. He 
might have sent it, and accompanied the statement with his own notes. 
It was his duty. I in my third or fourth report sent it to the Com- 
mittee. Probably you will find it in Mr. Qark's safe. 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. Was Geere competent to make such request or such a state- 
ment? 

A. Yes. Mr. Geere was the only scientific man I had in the 
field. Fisher's reports amounted practically — I am sorry to say — 
to nothing. He was a draughtsman who had graduated and been sent 
there, but had no experience. In connection with his work, for 
example, on the restoration of this [palace generally known as the 
''Court of Columns''] which I had ascribed to 250 B.C.,* he published 
a paper and sent me a copy of it.f Dr. [Dorpfeld], the greatest living 
authority on [classical] architecture in the whole world, wrote me, in 
connection with this, a few weeks ago, when asking my advice on the 
history of the arch discovered at Nippur. Here is what he writes, 
referring to the paper published by Fisher : 

(Dr. Hilprecht translates extract from letter dated Athens, 
March 8, 1905, received in Philadelphia, March 25, 1905:) 

"Every archaeologist can see from the profiles of the columns 
and bases that the structure is an edifice from the Hellenistic or early 
Roman period (about 300-0)."J 

*[Cf. "Explorations in Bible Lands," p. 337; also p. 563: "which belongs 
to the third or second century preceding our era." — H. V. H.] 

t["Mycenean Palace at Nippur," reprinted from Vol. VIII (1904), No. 4, 
pp. 403ff., of "American Journal of Archaeology." — H. V. H.]. 

t [Practically the same result was reached about the same time (February 
9, 1905) by Prof. Allan Marquand, of Princeton University, in his paper, "The 
Palace at Nippur not Mycenaean but Hellenistic," published in "American Journal 
of Archaeology," Vol. IX (1905), No. 1, pp. 7ff.— H. V. H.]. 
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By Mr. Harris : 

Q. You first spoke of having gone there in March; then you spoke 
of some difficulty that the architects had with Mrs. Haynes in Novem- 
ber. You mean the previous November? 

A. Yes. The difficulty was so great that Mr. Fisher, whom we 
had sent out as architect, left Bagdad about April and arrived back 
in London, and Mr. E. W. Clark, as Chairman, and I, as Scientific 
Director, got at once together and sent him back. I took it upon 
myself to force Fisher to go back, and told him, in so many words, that 
if he wanted to make himself the laughing-stock of Europe and America 
by rimning away from an expedition simply because Mrs. Haynes 
did not desire him there, he could do so. We sent him back. He 
had to pay his own expenses, inasmuch as he had not carried out 
our intention at that time. So the two architects did not arrive in 
Nippur before October 21, 1899. 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. The question I asked was not about Fisher but Geere. 

A. Mr. Geere had formerly been working on excavations in Egypt. 
When you turn over his book you will find that he had been working 
on the [mounds of Deshasheh and Behneseh] in Egypt, only the condi- 
tions of the [Egyptian ruins] being very different. I write in my third 
report that he said to me, "that his heart fell when he saw the moimds 
of Nippur." The conditions were utterly different in Babylonia from 
those in Egypt, I believe; there were no clearly defined strata, nothing 
to distinguish them as in Egypt, and it required a man who was an 
Assyriologist and a trained archaeologist in Babylonian excavations 
to do this work. He was willing to apply his knowledge. He knew 
how to conduct excavations, but Mr. Haynes did not profit from him 
at this time, except in one little excavation in Temple Hill, which 
they [the two architects] midertook — and of which I speak in my 
volume on "Explorations" — ^much against Mr. Haynes' desire. 

They removed the huge Parthian fortress-tower, and, as I had 
told Dr. Peters in the first year — Dr. Peters referred to this in his 
book ["Nippur," Vol. II, p. 118] — that this huge mass, which he 
regarded as the Temple of Bel, was only the fortress on the top of the 
Temple of Bel, thereby proving my theory of the first year. 

In regard to the map of Nippur, about which Mr. Jones has asked, 
I am not quite sure where this tablet is at present. Since Mrs. 
Haynes'* serious illness, which led to her death, and which was 
communicated to me when I was working for the Temple Library [in 
Constantinople], made it necessary for me to start for home at once, 
in order to find her alive, I had to leave the marking of many boxes 
[to the Museum] in Constantinople. I do not know whether this 
tablet is among those [not marked by me] or not. I tried to get it 
here for our Museum. I still think it will be here in these boxes. 

* [Mistake in the stenographic record for "Mrs. Hilprecht*s." — H. V. H.] 
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By Mr. Harris: 

Q. You know it remained in your possession: you were not 
obliged to leave it in Constantinople? 

A. I only remember this : I had to go over the complete results of 
the Babylonian Fourth Expedition, that tremendous mass of 23,000 
tablets, as I say here in another report sent to Mr. E. W. Clark, in 
about six weeks [in the spring and two and one-half months in the 
fall.] I worked, unpacked, and tried to get whatever was possible for 
Philadelphia. Then [the pottery boxes were examined]. Every now 
and then Hamdy Bey would come up: "What are you doing at 
present?" "I want to open these boxes here." "Let me look into 
them." 

He opened the boxes. "I don't want them; take the whole." 
What was in these boxes, since they were packed before and [after] my 
arrival at Nippur, I cannot tell you. I cannot tell you whether the 
map was in these boxes or not. 

I have a faint recollection that Mr. Haynes referred to four boxes 
of private property, and Mrs. Haynes to two boxes [cf . p. 132, above]. 
Both are correct; namely, the point was this. Immediately before we 
left — it was only I think ten days — ^to my utmost surprise, suddenly a 
beautiful collection of various objects which had been in the sleeping 
room of Dr. and Mrs. Haynes was sent over to me. I looked at it in 
astonishment. It had been kept away from me all these weeks I had 
been in Nippur, and I expressed my astonishment. They told me they 
had forgotten it so far. I took charge of those things at once, and of 
all the objects excavated which I needed for recognizing and deter- 
mining the stratification — Uttle fragments which they used to throw 
away, but which indicated to me something, useless in themselves, but 
they meant to me scientific points — all the later tablets excavated, over 
one himdred, and a number of Hebrew bowls ; and for all these I asked 
Mr. Haynes to prepare four of the big boxes such as we used to have 
in the Museum.* Naturally all these things went to Constantinople. 
These are the four boxes which out of the entire mass of antiquities 
excavated by the fourth expedition I packed personally. I valued 
the material from a scientific standpoint and from an artistic stand- 
point — that is [the box] containing the objects which Dr. and Mrs. 
Haynes had retained for those nine weeks. In addition to these, I 
asked for two [other] boxes. Those four boxes naturially were turned 
over to Mr. Haynes, and he boxed them upt and they were sent to 
Constantinople. They contained also the gold bucMes which Mr. 
Houston asked about, and all the other things which had been set 
apart, and even things which they regarded as valueless. The gold 
buckles were shown to me, I think, the second day after I arrived. 
In connection with the gold buckles [a commission from the] 250 
soldiers [stationed in the neighborhood] had been sent to Nippur. 

* [Mistake in the stenographic record for ^^meftul,'* — H. V. H.] 

t [In large boxes containing four to eight smaller boxes each. — H. V. H.] 
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The rumor had reached Constantinople that an American was excav- 
ating for jewelry and that large rooms of jewelry had been excavated. 
I reported to Halil Bey later that [the basis] of this [rumor] was nothing 
but [the] gold buckles and other little things. One of the gold 
frontlets was presented by Halil Bey to me, and it is now in the Museum. 
There also was a number of small gold buttons, about forty-eight of 
them, and they gave me about six or eight, and they are also in the 
Museum. The two gold buckles, being unique pieces, they naturally 
were retained [in Constantinople]. The gold buckles and gold objects 
were in those four boxes sent to Constantinople as the property of the 
Ottoman Government, excavated at Nippur, and they were opened in 
the presence of Halil Bey, and whatever he gave us out of them is here. 
In addition to these, two smaller boxes, made for me particularly — 
very crude boxes, made by the Arabs imder Mr. Haynes' direction — 
were given to me. They were not cracker boxes, as Mrs. Haynes 
stated, but of about this size (indicating). They contained the 
results of my private explorations in Fara, and these two were shipped 
by me directly to London. This whole matter, however, I would 
prefer to treat in connection with my written statement. But [to 
recapitulate] both are correct : Mr. Haynes has in mind the four boxes 
containing Nippur objects which were shipped to Constantinople, 
and Mrs. Haynes has in mind the two small boxes which contained 
the Fara objects, which were not shipped through Constantinople. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. I understand you distinguish the four boxes separately from 
the great mass of boxes sent to Constantinople because they were 
really made up by you? 

A. That is it exactly. They embraced the most valuable objects 
there, marked by me, and, in addition, the objects which Mr. Haynes 
and his wife brought to me almost at the close of the campaign. 

Q. You distinguish the objects obtained by you at Fara from 
the general objects obtained at Nippur, because they were your 
objects, obtained and acquired by you, and separately controlled and 
sent to destination by you? 

A. Exactly. They were not turned over to Mr. nor Mrs. Haynes. 
I took those myself to Bagdad. 

[A question is evidently here omitted in the stenographic record, 
to which answer was made as follows :] 

A. I covered this matter in my first statement of April 10, in 
reply to the statements of Prof. Peters and the other gentlemen. 
These boxes do not refer to the fourth campaign at all. They were the 
results of the third expedition and were acquired in the years 1893- 
1898. I had not been in Nippur [again] until the fourth expedition. 

Q. You had not been in Nippur at the time these things were 
obtained? 

A. No. I had got my official catalogue or list [of antiquities 
received. But I wanted others.]. I required time to get more from 
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Halil Bey. He had given me a large number already. He asked a 
question, then he said: "The Sultan expects to pay you personally for 
your work; it is not for the University. You understand this clearly?'' 

Q. What work? 

A. All the antiquities which I got. 

Q. The Sultan wanted to pay you for what work? 

A. The work of organizing the Imperial Ottoman Museiun. 

Q. Have you ever mentioned before that you organized the 
Imperial Ottoman Museimi? 

A. I ask you that it be put on record that the four boxes referred fo 
by Mr. Haynes or through Mrs. Haynes as part of the fourth expedition 
results are entirely separate and absolutely different from the f our 
boxes referred to in my first answer, marked as private property. 
The notes I read from, the reports, or rather the copies of the reports, 
have not been in my possession, but have been given to me only a 
few days ago. They corroborate what I knew were facts when I got 
these four copies from Miss McHugh in the last week, or at the begin- 
ning of this week, and the others from you — you know best the time 
you sent them to me. Put on the record that I did not have the notes 
here before that time. 

Provost Harrison : I can give you the date of a note received 
from Dr. Hilprecht, within a very few days — that note is at my office — 
in which he asks that he be given access to his official reports. He 
thought there were twelve. I explained at the last meeting of the 
Committee, on Thursday, the circumstances under which from Mr. 
E. W. Clark's office — Mr. Clark being deceased — I obtained type- 
written copies of the reports; the originals, it being stated to me by 
Mr. Herbert Clark, being intact amongst Mr. E. W. Clark's papers. 

By Mr. Harris: 

Q. You kept no copies of these reports at the time you wrote 
them? 

A. No. I had at that time press copies, but I kept no copies 
[here]. These were all packed in Jena. When I moved in 1899 my 
wife's health was such that the physician advised us to break [our 
household up in Philadelphia. Accordingly] we packed up everything, 
except a few things which I left in the University for the use of Dr. 
aay. 

By Provost Harrison: 

Q. Have you any statement which you wish to read, before you 
are asked questions? 

A. Yes, I would like to make a few remarks. I wish to correct 
a few errors in my answer. On page 1 [cf. p. 33, above] insert the 
date of the resolution of the Trustees, March 27, 1905, which I did not 
know at that time. I left it blank. I refer to a resolution of the 
Board of Trustees to call this meeting of the Committee. I did not 
know the date of the resolution. In the second line, change the date 
of letter from the 7th to the 6th. I intended to deHver it April 6. I 
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think it was delivered a day late, after communication with Provost 
Harrison. Page 6, in the sixth line from the end, I speak of the third 
expedition, and I speak of the date as being 1899-1900. It should 
read 1893-1896— a sUp of the pen. 

Since a number of gentlemen who were put on the Ust of publica- 
tion of forthcoming vohunes have either not expressed any opinion 
or expressed a doubt, as Dr. Clay, with regard to the Temple Library, 
I ask that they be given the privilege to withdraw entirely from this 
publication of the Temple Library, in order that they may not fear of 
being put into a wrong Ught. 

Tlien I request you, in connection with my statement concerning 
Dr. Peters — I refer to an appendix of Dr. Peters' [book] in my second 
statement — that the antiquities were not given for the same considera- 
tion in the first two campaigns as afterwards [cf. pp. 41f., above]: I 
would respectfully refer you to Dr. Peters' "Nippur," Vol. I, 1897, 
Appendix, p. 303, where he gives a translation of the Turkish law as 
to archaeological excavations: "Article 3. All the antiquities discov- 
ered in the Ottoman territory .... are the property of the Govern- 
ment." I also call attention to the fact that in that [book]. Appendix 
[C], he has given the exact copy, in translation, of the firman, being 
made out in the name of the Trustees of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, to excavate at Nippur for two years. 

Then I respectfully request you, in connection with Dr. Jastrow 
and the statement he presented and in his oral examination, to note 
that he makes a hew criticism which is not in any of the seven docu- 
ments which contain the charges. He has not only mentioned other 
passages in my writings than originally criticised, but articles in 
magazines and even newspaper articles. I call attention to the fact 
that I am ready to answer on any of these new points you desire to 
investigate. 

In connection with Dr. Ranke's report, I would hke to call atten- 
tion to this fact: first. Dr. Ranke has stood under my direct control 
for two consecutive years, and as such not only cleaned part of our 
excavations, down in the cellar, to get him acquainted with the work, 
but also had ample opportunity, by asking a friendly question, if he 
was in doubt on anything, to find out during two years everything 
concerning certain antiquities ; but, far from doing so, his whole report 
is full of inaccuracies, which surely a gentleman in his position, appear- 
ing as my critic or accuser, had easy opportunity to correct. I refer 
not to "the fact," which has already been treated by you — "quoted 
as being dug up in the fourth expedition" [cf. pp. 29 and 86ff., above], 
but I call attention to the fact that he states, p. 1 [cf. p. 29, above], in 
connection with the astronomical tablet, that "this tablet, according to 
its label in the exhibition of the University Museum, has been bought 
in London" [cf. p. 29, above]. That is entirely a wrong statement. 
The label does not say anything like that; it says, "Kh.^ Collection." 
He could have found out that this collection was bought in Baghdad, 
and not in London. He says, p. 2 [cf. p. 29, above]: The Lushtamar 
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letter was "bought at Hillah, some two months after the close of the 
first expedition of the University." Since / bought it, [I must have 
been in Babylonia when I bought it; but] I was surely not in Babylonia 
at the time Ranke states, for I was in Germany. Furthermore, he 
states, in connection with the astronomical tablet again, repeating it 
[p. 30, above], "Bought in London .... about five months before 
the first excavations of the University began at Nippur." It was 
bought in Baghdad. Then he refers to a certain little paper* pub- 
lishSi by Prof. Barton [cf. p. 30, above]. He states: "Thirty-four 
business documents of the Kh.^ Collection belonging to the Neo- 
Babylonian period." .... "They all come from the city of Sippar." 
He should have examined the paper carefully enough to know that 
two did not come from Sippar. f Again he says [p. 31, above]: The 
Lushtamar tablet "was bought in Hilla .... in the sunmier of 
1889." It was not bought in Hillah in 1889. Then [p. 31, above] he 
refers to another inaccuracy: "The first part of this collection was 
bought at Baghdad." He confuses the second Khabaza Collection 
and the first part of the Prince Collection, which, according to Dr. 
Peters' own letter [cf . p. 187, above], I bought January 27 in Hillah, and 
not in Baghdad. All these inaccuracies he might easily have found out 
by asking me or Dr. Peters; and therefore I call particular attention 
to the fact that the gentleman, though being eminently able to ascer- 
tain the facts, did not endeavor [to do so] in the shghtest way, and 
presented them as^ charges and criticisms, apart from the fact men- 
tioned in reference to the Philosophical Society the other day, that 
Prof. Zimmern, of Leipzig, felt it his duty to write a letter saying that 
he never used such an expression as was attributed to him. Dr. 
Ranke further says [p. 33, above] that he makes these criticisms from 
his "sincere love for the truth and a genuine interest in the reputation 
of the University of Pennsylvania." I do not see how the love for 
the truth and the welfare of the University is promoted by making a 
false statement which Prof. Zimmern had to contradict afterward. 

I also call attention to the fact that when I addressed the request 
to certain specialists to come here, I left out my assistant, particularly 
in view of the fact that, as I stated to you, it was your right to summon 
him or to try to induce him to express a belief in the Temple Library, 
not mine, since I had no control, and since he expressed an opinion 
to the effect that the Temple Library was not established, as I rather 
claimed. 

I would also hke to explain a few points about the [original] title 
of Volume XXII [proposed by Dr. Clay], "Cassite Archives from the 
Temple of Bel." This title was entirely wrong, for the following 
reasons, which I submitted at that time to Vice-Provost Smith: 

*["Some Contracts of the Persian Period from the Kh.' Collection of the 
University of Pennsylvania." — ^H. V. H.] 

t [No. 5 = Kh.* 425 and No. 33 « Kh.* 589 came from Babylon, according to 
statements in the cmieiform text of the tablets. — H. V. H.] 

16 
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Cassite archives, according to my conception, can only mean either 
that these archives were written [in the Cassite language] by Cassite 
kings or people or that they refer to Cassite subjects. Neither of 
these is the case. They are written in the Babylonian language, as 
the other [tablets], but are dated particularly, sufficiently or insuffi- 
ciently, according to the reigns of Cassite rulers; but these we cannot 
call Cassite archives, just as little as [we could speak of Hapsburg 
archives], if there were [found a certain number of documents dated in the 
reigns of certain rulers of] the Hapsburg dynasty, in a sanctuary. 
It would convey a wrong idea. Secondly, they were not found in the 
Temple of Bel; they were found outside of it. There were Cassite 
archives found in the Temple of Bel [votive objects presented by Cas- 
site rulers]. The Temple of Bel is confined to a very limited space, com- 
prising two courts containing a temple and the ziggurat, with different 
shrines in them. There we found the treasure house, with certain Cassite 
archives which were of great value. Thirdly, I therefore proposed to 
change that title and made the Doctor acquainted with it. According 
to my conception it should read, " Babylonian Archives from the Time 
of the Cassite Rulers," if I remember correctly. Then Dr. Clay 
suggested to me, in a very enthusiastic way, after I told him I had 
discussed the situation with Vice-Provost Smith, "Why not go a 
step further?" I told him that, according to my conviction, as I had 
already expressed it in the Philosophical Society on March 3, these 
archives from the time of the Cassite rulers formed only part of the 
Cassite Library, situated at that period on the west side of the Shatt- 
en-Nil. He said, "Why not use the whole title at once?" He was 
very enthusiastic about the two titles,* leaving it to me to decide; and 
only after I had asked him to telephone down to the printing office, 
and after I had gone personally down and seen that the title was 
changed, then I received the other letter from Dr. Clay which began: 
"The more I thought about the titles, the more I felt I had encouraged," 
and so forth. He there admits that he encouraged me in the [selection 
of a] title which I even then would have changed, [if it had been possible.] 
But the changes had been made in my presence in the printing office 
of [MacCalla & Co.], as Dr. Ranke pressed me again and again that this 
book should come out. Since I was the responsible editor with regard 
to Dr. Ranke's volume — ^you will remember in your note to me that 
this volume had to be edited under my responsibility — I naturally felt 
it my duty (since on the back of [the cover of] this book I announced 
the forthcoming volumes) to change, with the full consent of Dr. Clay, 
in the preface a title with regard to which anyhow Dr. Ranke at the 
best could not express an opinion whether it was right or wrong. In 
the preface of Dr. Ranke's book. Dr. Clay and the editor could [change 

* [''Babylonian Archives from the Time of the Cassite Rulers," as proposed 
by Prof. Hilprecht, and ** Administrative Archives from the Temple Library of 
Nippur at the Time of the Cassite Rulers," as proposed by Prof. Clay, and finally 
adopted by Prof. Hilprecht for the announcement of this book in Dr. Ranke's 
volume.— H. V. H.] 
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the title of Dr. Clay's next volume in accordance with what they had 
agreed it should be]. The title of the book had to be quoted correctly. 
Therefore it was not a matter of changing his [Dr. Ranke's] own text, 
but something he had put in italics, indicating by this that it was a 
title over which he [had no control]. Moreover, I have always felt at 
liberty — and have done it again and again in Dr. Ranke's book — to 
change things which were immaterial, for the sake of accuracy of 
his own statements and in order to secure accurate statements in 
official publications of the University of Pennsylvania. 

(Provost Harrison asks Dr. Clay whether he has any questions 
he would like to ask Dr. Hilprecht through the Committee.) 

Dr. Clay: The whole matter is so trifling and immaterial that I 
do not wish to take up the time. 

Dr. Hilprecht: About the Noorian tablet: Dr. Peters indicated 
in his statement, if I remember correctly [cf . p. 55, above], that Noorian 
told him, or insinuated in some way, that the beautiful tablet which he 
once sold to the University was identical with the Lushtamar tablet. I 
wish to state that I at once went to the University Museum after that 
meeting was over, or the next morning, and wanted to know myself 
where this tablet was, since I knew I had it on exhibition years ago. 
The box* was there, but the tablet was not in it. I concluded that 
probably Dr. Ranke himself had it and was working on it now. I 
examined the book of entry and found, under Dr. Ranke's name, as I 
expected, this tablet. I asked Dr. Ranke in a note to produce this 
tablet for official purposes, letting me have it for a few days. My 
conviction expressed was correct. It was the tablet purchased from 
Noorian for one hundred dollars at a certain date, and so entered in 
the official catalogue of the Museum. Dr. Ranke used it for his next 
volume (to. be published at some time in the future), [in connection 
with other material] largely worked up [by him] as Harrison Research 
Fellow. It is now at the Museum, and, except this Committee desires 
to retain it longer, I shall return it to Dr. Ranke for continuation of 
his work. You will find Dr. Peters' evidence in these matters on pp. 
11 and 12 [cf. p. 55, above], and I would like to have it put on record 
that the Lushtamar tablet is an entirely different tablet, purchased 
by me, from the Amestoogaf tablet purchased from Noorian. Mr. 
Noorian had nothing whatsoever to do with the Lushtamar tablet, 
[except that he acted as my agent in receiving it from the Arab and 
shipping it to England and America, with other tablets previously 
bought by me in Babylonia.] 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. The Lushtamar tablet was purchased by you by means of the 
Prince fund? 
A. Yes. 

* [The glass-top box in which every tablet is preserved. — H. V. H.] 
t [Mistake in stenographic record for " Ami-zaduga." — H. V. H.] 
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By Provost Harrison : 

Q. You have just referred to pp. 11 and 12 of the official testi- 
mony of Dr. Peters, where Dr. Peters says that he had not examined 
the objects in the University, and had no way of ascertaining the 
facts in regard to it [cf . p. 55, above]. I understand you to say that 
this tablet, bought from Noorian, as Dr. Peters alleges, is the tablet 
which has been in the possession of Dr. Ranke for the purpose of 
studying? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The same tablet? 

A. The same tablet. 

Q. And this was the tablet of which Dr. Peters says he would like 
to know where that tablet is : ''I would like to ask through you now, or 
later, if Dr. Hilprecht can tell where that tablet now is?" 

A. Exactly. 

Q. The same tablet to which Dr. Peters refers as not knowing 
where it was, that you now said was in the possession of Dr. Ranke? 

A. For some time. 

Q. For the purpose of studying it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And is now back again in its place in the Museum? 

A. It is still in the basement, among the tablets for which' I gave 
a receipt to Mr. Houston. It is in the Museum. 

Q. And is ready to be returned to Dr. Ranke, if the Comimittee 
so desire, for the purpose of studying? 

A. Yes, sir. I never personally took it from the Museum. It 
was not in the line of my special work which I was carrying on. It 
has been in the Museima since 1899, on exhibition. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Dr. Peters says in the paragraph just read by the Provost, 
"I have not examined the objects in the University, and have no 
way of ascertaining that." I would like to know whether, while 
you were Curator of that department, any of the gentlemen that have 
appeared as your critics before this body, or any other Assyriologist 
or archaeologist, has applied to examine any of the objects in your 
department, whether classified, catalogued or still in boxes, and have 
been refused opportimity to make the examination they have re- 
quested? 

A. To my knowledge, never a gentleman has applied directly to 
me to examine any tablet or antiquity, which he was refused; but I 
learned on January 13, 1905, from Dr. Clay, that some time in December 
Dr. Prince and Dr. Lau had asked for the privilege of examining 
certain objects. But I was not present, and I was not informed of 
this transaction until a month later. 

Q. Do you know whether or not they were refused to make the 
examination they asked? 

A. I do not know. Dr. Clay was present. 
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Dr* a. T. Clay interrogated. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. As you are here, Dr. Clay, it would be well to deal with this 
specific subject now, and I would ask you what reply you would make 
to the question I have asked Dr. Hilprecht. Apply that question to 
yourself as connected with the Museum, instead of it being directed 
to the Curator of that department. 

A. That is the only instance in the history of the Museima since 
I have returned from Chicago, and to my knowledge before I went to 
Chicago — I went to Chicago in the spring of 1900* — that anybody has 
ever asked to see anything; and I want to explain, since Dr. Hilprecht 
mentions that it was nearly a month later, I should ask the privilege 
of explaining to you why I didn't report sooner, as the intention of 
mentioning that is very evident. The fact was this: during these 
weeks very warm discussions were going on, at least there were some- 
what exciting times with reference to the privileges of the editor over 
our manuscripts and books, as to what rights the editor had, etc. It 
was not a matter that I was exactly in, although I was interested in 
it. It was a matter between Prof. Hilprecht and Dr. Ranke; and I 
may state that Prof. Hilprecht had scarcely spoken to me for weeks, 
and I didn't feel at that time just like discussing anything. I had not 
spoken with him. That is the reason I didn't speak of it sooner. 

Q. On the information to which you have referred, did you 
refuse to allow any examination? 

A. No. These gentlemen came over. Dr. Prince and Dr. Lau 
first asked to see the Lushtamar tablet. He had a niunber — I don't 
know how he got the niunber. He opened a letter and said, "I would 
like to see tablet so and so. It is part of the collection I have given." 
I got the tablet out and showed it to him. He wanted Mr. Lau, 
whom he had brought with him, to copy it. I would not permit him 
to copy the tablet. I said it would be necessary first for the matter 
to come before the authorities before anything would be allowed to be 
copied. I have heard from Mr. Lau that by a careful copy of the 
name it can be translated just as well from the transcript as from the 
tablet. If he made any copy of it it was not to my knowledge. This 
Lushtamar tablet has a number of stylesf on it that I defy him to 
read just at a glance. He said he would like to see another tablet. 
It was from the Kh.^ Collection. I got it. It was this astronomical 
tablet. He wanted to copy that. I didn't allow him. It would be a 
difficult matter for Mr. Lau or anybody else to get anything from the 
astronomical tablet, because it is almost a plain piece of clay with a 
little diagram in the corner. 

Q. You informed him that his request to make copies would 
have to be submitted to the authorities? 

* [The year "1900" is an evident mistake in the stenographic record. — H. V. 
HJ 

t [Evidently mistake of stenographic record for "signs." — H. V. H.] 
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A. Go through the regular form. 

Q. You took him the particular tablet he asked to see? 

A. Yes, sir. He got all he desired. 

Q. Did he make any request for anything else? 

A. Nothing else, no. As long as I have been about the depart- 
ment no one has ever asked excepting on one occasion that I remember, 
when another matter was brought up. Dr. Ward came over one day, 
and we have a young lady in the section who has orders to report any- 
one she sees copying inscriptions, because very many things have not 
been published. She told me there was a man outside copying a seal- 
cylinder, and I went out and the man introduced himself as Dr. Ward. 
I had never met him before. He told me there was a very interesting 
cylinder there which he would like to have. At that time Dr. Hil- 
precht already had casts made — impressions. I told him the matter 
would have to regularly go before the authorities. He put it up to 
the department to decide whether he should have it. I was the 
instrument in getting them to refuse him this privilege because of the 
publication which Dr. Hilprecht had projected. That is all I know 
on that score. That was shortly after the opening, perhaps in 1901. 
I would not say exactly. 

Q. There was no objection to his examining it, and you have 
never refused the opportunity to any one? 

A. No, never have refused anybody. That is the only instance 
that anybody has appeared and asked for the privilege. 

Examination of Dr. Hilprecht resumed. 
By Mr. Houston : 

Q. About that map : in Dr. Hilprecht's statement to-day he tells 
us that he is at present unaware of the exact location of that map; 
it may be in Constantinople or in our Museum unpacked. At om* 
last meeting we were shown a medium-sized tablet containing a map, 
and I asked Dr. Hilprecht if it was the map to which he referred as 
having been found in a jar shortly after his arrival at Nippur in March, 
1900. 

A. It is an entirely different map from that published on p. 518 
of my book, Series D, Vol. 1. The one pubhshed there is a fragment. 
The other one referred to by Mr. Houston is what you would call a 
complete tablet — very few pieces being chipped off. This is the 
picture of the one which I cleaned at Nippur [pointing to p. 518 of 
^'Explorations in Bible Lands '']. 

On pp. 13 and 14 of my answer of April 10, 1905 [cf . pp. 41f., above], 
I replied to what I supposed were the only charges before you, relating 
to the "ownership of certain objects." In support of my answer I 
present to you the original in French (with a translation) of a certi- 
ficate of Hamdy Bey, Director-General of the Imperial Ottoman 
Museum at Constantinople, dated February 13, 1905; also copies, 
received by me from the late Provost, Dr. William Pepper, of two 
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letters of Hon. Solomon Hirsch, United States Minister at Constan- 
tinople, to Hon. James G. Blaine, Secretary of State, dated January 
22 and 26, 1891, with enclosures. 

If my answer and these documents leave any doubt in your minds 
on these matters, I request that you question me fully in addition. 

[The French Original of Hamdy Bey's Certificate.] 

Mus^e Imperial Ottoman: 

La Direction G^n6rale des Musses Imp^riaux, certifie par le 
pr^ent, qu'en automne 1893, Monsieur le R-ofesseur Hilprecht, sur 
notre pri^re, a bien voulu se charger d'organiser et de cataloguer les 
collections Babyloniennes du Musie Imperial; qii'il s'est acquitt^ de 
cette tdche d'une fa9on digne de toute 61oge, et, que depuis lors, un 
sentiment d'amiti6 et de confiance mutuelles r4gne entre lui et la 
Direction du Mus^e Imperial qui lui saura tou jours gr^ du travail 
d6sint^ress6, m^thodique et scientifique qu'il a ex^cut^. Que les 
permis officiels des fouilles h Niffer ont ^t^ d^hvr^ au nom de Monsieur 
le Professeur Hilprecht, et qu'en reconnaissance des services rendus 
et des sacrifices multiples qu'il a fait pour le Mus^e Imperial depuis 
1893, Sa Majesty Implriale le Sultan, notre Auguste Maitre, a daign^, 
sur notre intervention, Thonnorer, k deux reprises, de Ses ordres 
Imp^riaux, et que, sur notre demande encore, Sa Majesty a bien 
voiilu, par une gr^ce exceptionelle, lui accorder un grand nombre 
d'antiquit^ de nos duplicata qui, conform^ment aux lois en vigueur, 
appartenaient au Mus6e Imperial ce qui, d'ailleurs, est dement sp6cifi6 
dans les permis que tient entre ses mains Monsieur le Professeur Hil- 
precht. 

En foi de quoi, 

Le Directeur G6n^ral des Musses Imp6riaux, 

O. Hamdy. 

Constantinople, le 13 Fevrier, 1905. [seal] 

Translation of the French Original Document Addressed to 
Prof. H. V. Hilprecht. 

Musee Imperial Ottoman : 

The Director General of the Imperial Museums certifies herewith 
that in the fall of 1893, Prof. Hilprecht, at our request, kindly took 
charge of the organization and cataloguing of the Babylonian Collec- 
tions of the Imperial Museum; that he has acquitted himself of his 
task in a manner deserving the highest praise, and that since then a 
sentiment of mutual friendship and confidence reigns between him and 
the Director of the Imperial Museum, which will always be grateful 
to him for the disinterested, methodical and scientific work which 
he has executed; that the oflScial permits for the excavations at 
Niffer were issued in Prof. Hilprecht's name; and that, in recognition 
of the services rendered and of the manifold sacrifices which he has 
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made for the Imperial Museimi since 1893, His Imperial Majesty the 
Sultan, Our August Master, at our intercession, has deigned to honor 
him twice by decorating him with His Imperial orders; and that, at 
our further request, His Majesty has been pleased, by an exceptional 
act of grace, to present to him a large nimiber of antiquities from our 
duplicates which, according to the laws in force, belonged to the 
Imperial Museum, what moreover is duly specified in the permits 
which Prof. Hilprecht holds in his hands. 
In evidence whereof. 

The Director General of the Imperial Museimi, 
Constantinople, the 13th February, 1905. 0. Hamdy. 

[seal] 

[First Letter op Solomon Hirsch, U. S. Minister at Constan- 
tinople, TO Hon. James G. Blaine, Secretary op State.] 

United States Legation, 
Constantinople, January 22, 1891. 

Hon. James G. Blaine, Secretary of State, ' \ 

Washington, D. C. 

Sir: — Since two years or more, the excavations imdertaken at 
Niffer, under the direction of Dr. Peters, in the interest of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania, have been made the subject, from time to time, 
of correspondence with the Department. 

The excavations were brought to a conclusion last summer, and 
Dr. Peters returned to Constantinople in September, 1890. During 
his stay here a petition was presented by me to the Grand Vizier, in 
which a share of the objects found was asked for the University. A 
copy is enclosed. This petition went in due order to Hamdy Bey, 
Director of the Imperial Museum, who told me, a few days ago, that he 
had made a favorable report on it. 

It seems that the claims of Dr. Peters to a portion of the anti- 
quities found is based upon some supposed promise, reported to have 
been given verbally by His Majesty the Sultan, before the expedition 
set out for Bagdad ; though it is known that the law of this Empire 
(as of most States) considers all antiquities, ruins, ancient monuments, 
etc., either as national property or as the personal property of the 
Sovereign, and strictly forbids, under penalties, their being carried 
out of the country. Had His Majesty given such an explicit promise 
in this case, it would have sufficed to override the law; but not only 
does it appear impossible to discover any record or memory of such 
promise, but it is categorically denied that the matter was ever pro- 
posed to the Sultan's personal attention. Nevertheless it seems 
reasonable to hope that a fair division of the objects may now be 
made, the cases containing them having arrived some days since in this 
port. The Legation has expressed the hope to the President of the 
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University of Pennsylvania, and now repeats it, that proper and 
competent persons be appointed by the University to represent its 
interests at this division — ^persons whose scientific and archaeological 
knowledge may enable them to secure a rightful share for that institu- 
tion. 

The Legation does not cease to use every means to promote the 
interests of the University, but is incompetent to render any assistance 
in the estimation of the value of the objects, or their division. 

I am, etc., 

Solomon Hirsch. 

Enclosure: r 

1. Petition addressed to His Highness the Grand Vizier. ] 

Mr. Hirsch to H. H. the Grand Vizier. 

No. 40. U. S. Legation, 

Constantinople, October 7, 1890. 

Your Highness: — ^The excavations undertaken at Niffer in the 
name of the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania have been 
productive of the most satisfactory results, to the great profit of the 
Imperial Museum at Constantinople, for which all the objects were 
destined. 

Dr. Peters, who conducted these excavations in the heart of the 
desert, amidst the nomad tribes, has rendered the most favorable 
report concerning the local authorities and the commissioner who 
accompanied him. 

From the hst of objects discovered by Dr. Peters, at cost of great 
sacrifices and privations, it is obvious that certain of the antiquities, 
such as tablets, cylinders, etc., are duplicated in many specimens, and 
it is from amongst these that the Archaeological Society would desire 
the Imperial Ministry to allot a share — a share which is undoubtedly 
merited by the considerable expense which Dr. Peters' two expedi- 
tions to such distant parts have occasioned them. 

I beg therefore. Your Highness, to graciously support the demand 
made by our Archaeological Society before the Imperial Ministry — a 
demand the more just as it is based upon encouragement given my 
predecessor, Mr. Strauss, that such would be granted, and which in no 
way interferes with the interests of the Imperial Museum. The effect 
of such a concession on the part of the Imperial Ministry will be to 
encourage the prosecutions of the archaeological excavations under- 
taken by the said society. 

I have the honor, etc., 

Solomon Hirsch. 

His Highness Kiamil PacbA; Grand Vizier, etc. 
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[Second Letter of Solomon Hirsch, U. S. Minister at Constan- 
tinople, TO Hon. James G. Blaine, Secretary of State.] 

Copy. 

No. 215. 

United States Legation, 
Constantinople, January 26, 1891. 

To The Honorable James G. Blaine, 

Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. : 

Sir: — I have the honor to enclose for the information of the 
Department an article cut from the New York Herald of January 4, 
1891, just arrived here. 

The imprudence of giving matter of this nature for publication in 
a journal of such wide circulation as the Herald appears to be incon- 
testable. The Legation feels constrained to forestall any possible 
complaints that may be made later on, in case insurmountable difficul- 
ties should be encountered, either in the partition of the objects 
already found or in obtaining permission to dig for more, by now 
pointing out the mischievous effect that the publication of such 
statements and such sentiments must necessarily produce upon the 
Ottoman authorities. 

It is, unfortunately, not the first time that American citizens, 
engaged in enterprises whose success depends upon the favor of the 
Ottoman authorities, have been neglectful of the most ordinary pru- 
dence in their speeches and conversations in the United States. 

The difficulties usually to be met with in obtaining the concession 
of privileges for aliens here are not inconsiderable, nor are they few, 
and while the Legation never hesitates to use its best efforts for their 
removal, I must deprecate all responsibility for gratuitous obstacle^ 
thrown in the way of negotiations by those whose interests would 
seem to be consulted by the diminution rather than the multiplication 
of embarassments. Comment upon the statements in the enclosed 
article seems uncalled for. 

I have the honor, etc., 

Solomon Hirsch. 

Enclosure : 

1. Article from New York Herald j January 4, 1891. 

Enclosure, New York Herald^ Sunday, January 4, 1891. 

Turks Seized Treasures. 

Annoying Experiences of the University of Pennsylvania's Expedition. 

The expedition of the University of Pennsylvania is having much 
difficulty in bringing home trophies from the Temple of Bel. 
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In the summer of 1888 Prof. John Peters, of the University of 
Pennsylvania, sailed from New York to make explorations in and 
about Babylon. Dr. Peters is the son of the Rev. Doctor Peters, of 
the Protestaift Episcopal. Church in Harlem. He was accompanied by 
Prof. Robert F. Harper, of Yale College; Prof. Hilprecht, Mr. Percy 
Field and Mr.* Prince, a graduate of Columbia interested in archaeo- 
logical research. 

The expedition was at first very successful and the reports sent 
home were full of promise. Last month, however. Dr. John Peters 
and his party arrived in New York quietly, without any of the curios 
which they had been successful in unearthing. The Ottoman Porte 
had seized them all, and, weary with negotiating with the Turkish 
Custom House officials and sending in petitions and complaints to the 
Sultan, which were simply ''shoved under the Divan/' as the expression 
is in Stamboul, the party returned to America and placed their case 
in the hands of Secretary Blaine. The success of the State Depart- 
ment and the United States Minister in Constantinople in hurrying 
matters up must have been simply phenomenal, for several of the 
archaic treasures found in the Temple of Bel have already arrived in 
Philadelphia, and the remainder Are supposed to be on the way. 

I called at the residence of the Rev. Dr. Peters last night, at 101st 
Street and the Boulevard, but found that Dr. John Peters had returned 
to Philadelphia. A member of his family said: ''We have every 
reason to beheve that the last of the artistic treasures discovered by 
the expedition will shortly reach this country, so it would be ungracious 
to speak of the manner in which several months ago they were seized 
and confiscated by the Turks as contraband. The expedition experi- 
enced great hardships and some very rough treatment, but if their 
spoils turn up soon in good shape it will be a case of "all's well that 
ends well." 

. In a letter received in New York a few days ago from a member 
of the expedition light is shed upon the dangers and hardships of 
collecting art treasures in the dominions of the Ottoman Porte. 

"Prof. Peters,'' the letter reads, "has left for Europe with a great 
many antiquities and precious objects, which have been transported 
by the kind assistance of Mr. Althans, who, by reason of our intrigues 
with the Arabs, succeeded in the transportation across the desert of 
fifteen large cases of rare antiquities, which feat greatly pleased Prof. 
Peters, and he left us contented, as it was not possible for any person 
else, even under the Consul here, to do such things, and we might 
have been arrested and severely punished if detected. The exporta- 
tion of antiquities is strictly forbidden, but it was only necessary to 
know these Arabs well to be able to succeed in any such affair, and the , 
'backshee' or fee, when judiciously bestowed, will carry contraband 
goods out quickly. 

"It is, however, most necessary to know where and how to bestow 
it, and altogether a most dangerous undertaking. Daniel Nurian, 
the Armenian guide who accompanied Dr. William Hayes Ward in 
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1886 to the site of the ancient city of Babylonia, was also Prof. Peters' 
guide. After the Wolf expedition under Dr. Ward, Nurian studied 
the English language in America while giving lessons in Arabic, his 
native tongue, of which he understands eight different dialects as 
spoken by the different tribes, whose hate for each other is intense 
and historical. Of their hatred to Christians it is not necessary to 
write. 

"Nurian having gone over the same desert with Dr. Ward, know- 
ing the habits and customs of the various tribes, having great executive 
ability and being honest and reliable, was of great assistance to Prof. 
Peters. At Beirut, as the boat carrying the arms and anamimition of 
the expeditionary painty approached the shore, the customs officials 
put off to board it. Nurian, hurriedly tying the arms in bundles by 
ropes or cords, dropped them overboard. He then told the native 
boatman to row rapidly to the other side and avoid pursuit or he 
would shoot him dead. At midnight Nurian's brother, who lives in 
Beirut, dived for the Winchesters, secured them and restored them 
to the explorers outside the town — ^for a consideration. Had he been 
detected the punishment would have^ been lifelong imprisonment." 

[Dr. Hilprecht resumes :] 

As TO THE Articles from Fara. 

Before I started to join the Fourth Expedition, I requested Mr. 
E. W. Clark, in view of my official position in the Ottoman Museum 
at Constantinople, and the special privileges granted to me by the 
Ottoman Government while in the Turkish Empire, to enable me to 
explore other ruins than Nippur, by placing a special fund for this 
purpose at my disposal. Inasmuch as a similar request by Mr. Haynes 
had not been acceded to, and for the additional reason that a special 
fund had to be privately raised to send me to Nippur, ''with the full 
power of the Committee" to supervise the excavations at Nippur, 
the Committee, through its Chairman, not only declined to give 
authority for any excavations other than at Nippur, but specially 
warned me that any seeking for antiquities away from Nippur must 
be entirely and absolutely at my own risk and expense. 

Accordingly, while on the way from Hillah to Nippiu*, I arranged 
with two Arabs, not employed by our expedition, to go at my expense 
to the District of Fara and try to arrange with the Arabs there to 
make excavations exclusively for me, at my expense, at Fara and Abu- 
Hatab, and to sell to me alone the antiquities they would thus obtain, 
I agreeing to pay them prices that would be compensation for their 
work and the fair value of the antiquities. This arrangement with the 
Arabs at Fara and Abu-Hatab was perfected, and under it I received 
about forty to forty-five antiquities (also about sixty incised plates of 
mother-of-pearl, all of which were crushed (except possibly three) 
and rendered worthless -in shipment), and the entire expense connected 
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with obtaining them was defrayed from a fund of about $500 placed 
in my hands by Mrs. Hilprecht and a few of her friends. 

All these articles were shipped from Nippur in two boxes to Lon- 
don for my account, and were later sent to Jena, where Mrs. Hilprecht 
selected the two gazelle heads and two small stone objects, one a 
vase, the other a lamp, these being all she retained for herself, and 
surely less than half a dozen small antiquities (including one tablet), 
which were delivered through me to a few friends in Philadelphia, who 
have also evinced much interest in the welfare of the University. 
The remainder were all presented to the University by Mrs. Hilprecht, 
are catalogued under her name and remain in the possession of the 
University, without any dispute as to title thereto. 

All these objects now in the Museum reached Philadelphia in my 
trunk, "in bond," and with them the gazelle head (pictured on p. 540 
of "Babylonian Expedition," Series D, Vol. 1, as "Markhur Goat in 
Copper"), which I brought with me as a further evidence of the mis- 
take of not considering Fara a desirable field for "official" activity. I 
assert that all formalities required by the Federal revenue officers 
as to my trunk and its contents were properly complied with. I will 
answer questions as to the details thereof, if you so desire. 

My trunk, with all its contents, was then sent to the University 
Museum, and was there unpacked. The gazelle head in question was 
never catalogued or put on exhibition in the Museum. It remained 
in the basement with other property of mine; was cleaned and photo- 
graphed by Mr. Witte, for reproducing it in lectures and books. 

It only remained in the Museum basement for safekeeping, and 
was never presented or even loaned for exhibition. The noting in the 
List of Illustrations (to "Babylonian Expedition," Series D, Vol. 1) — 
the words "From the original in the Museum of Archaeology, Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania," — in connection with this object, was done by me 
or my publishers,* and the failure to say it was in the basement of the 
Museum is a "literary inaccuracy," upon which my critics seek to 
found a basis for claiming that the title to this gazelle head is in the 
University. Dr. Ranke has, however, graciously furnished the evi- 
dence I did not recall, that the footnote on p. 539 refers to a publica- 
tion (two years earlier in date) in which a declaration by me of private 
ownership appears. 

I request that you will freely question me to bring out my evidence 
as to all the acquisitions from Fara and Abu-Hatab, in reply to the 
comments of Dr. Ranke on pp. 65, 78, 79, 81, 83 and 85 of the steno- 
graphic record, and of Mrs. Haynes on pp. 151, etc. [cf. pp. 127ff.]. 

[Extracts from the Third Report of Dr. Hilprecht, Dated 

March 16, 1900.] 

.... "Another small gang is working at the Temple Library. 
.... "You most naturally will ask the question, Why do we do 
nothing at all at the Temple proper, as the most important monument 

* [It was done by Dr. Clay, according to his statement on p. 265, below. — H. V. H.] 
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of all Babylonia? For the very reason that, so much having been ruined 
there by the previous excavations, I cannot take the responsibility of 
having anybody touch these ruins any more before he is not thor- 
oughly educated for this task. My architects, having not been in 
independent command of trenches before my arrival, nor having made 
any plan of the excavated portions with a view of determining the 
character and period of the different remains of buildings, would ruin 
too much by experimenting at the Temple with its most difficult 
problems. Mr. Geere, who has been excavating under Petrie for half 
a year in Egypt, told me that his heart fell when he saw the mounds 
of Nippur, with their entirely different problems and no indication of 
pottery, instruments, stone marks, etc., to guide him. The aspect 
seemed to him hopeless, as everything looks so much aUke in the same 
sphere. They still depend both entirely upon my guidance in their 
work. I try to encourage them, however, to point out little differences 
in the surrounding ground in its different strata, to distinguish between 
color, form, mortar or bricks. 

.... " I must mention another point where change of plans was 
ordered at once. There have been excavated 827 tombs from Febru- 
ary 18, 1899, to February 25, 1900. Dr. and Mrs. Haynes, working 
so long and faithfully alone here and occupied with excavating, photo- 
graphing and those many details connected with making the house 
comfortable, have attempted to generally describe even all these 
graves opened; but we learn nothing from their notes beyond the 
general mode of burial which we knew before. With particular zeal 
they have sent to this house many hundreds of urns and vases and 
other objects found in those graves, and at once I fell upon them to 
identify them with their notes. But, to my surprise, not one urn had 
the corresponding number of the catalogue of the tombs opened 
written in pencil anywhere, so that the urns (being heaped up on the 
roof of our house in large heaps according to their sizes, as potatoes and 
other field fruits are) are one useless mass for science. I therefore 
cannot take any home, except here and there one for curiosity. I do 
not blame them for this. Doubtless they have overlooked this 
important factor in their" endeavor to find as many as possible portable 
objects. I have introduced the following system at once. I have 
mapped out a schedule, of which I enclose four specimens. Every one 
who opens a grave has to fill out the blank (which for the next expedi- 
tion I will have printed to save time) as indicated, except stratum and 
age, which I alone can determine. I compare all the notes handed 
in to me every evening, before going to bed, with the actual results 
and facts known from the field, then I add what has been overlooked 
by them and stratum and age, and sign it myself. Every sUp bears 
therefore the signature of the executing officer and of myself as the 
scientific director. Please preserve the enclosed four specimens most 
scrupulously and send them after examination to Dr. Clay, my assistant 
in the Museum, to be kept there till my return. All copper, silver, 
bronze, bone, stone and glass objects and tablets and seals, etc., I 
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determine and label myself with all necessary cross references. So 
you see every one of us has all his hands full. Dr. Haynes is untiring 
in the field, supervising the workmen and running from trench to trench 
the whole day. On Sundays, and sometimes if not too tired on week- 
days, he develops his plates taken in the trenches. He is everywhere 
where honest field work is to be done. The two architects are almost 
overtaxed with work since my arrival, but they are cheerful and most 
ready to execute anjrthing that I desire. Mrs. Haynes, who since the 
arrival of the architects, as she informed me, has kept entirely away 
from the trenches, assists her husband in copying and printing plates, 
and is always ready to make us even more comfortable than we already 
are. But I do not see how our comfort possibly could be improved ; 
indeed sometimes I wish there was less, so far as I am personally 
concerned.'' .... 

[Then follow the extracts quoted already on pp. 191ff., above.] 

[Extracts from Dr. Hilprecht's Fourth Report, Dated Nuffar, 
. March 23, 1900.] 

"The architects have been so busy till late at night to satisfy 
the expectations of your Committee, that I must give them the 
highest praise. As late as 10 P.M. they came over to my room to 
submit sketches, plans and measurements, or to discuss possibilities 
in their relation to ascertained facts in all the different trenches. The 
work in the 'Court of Columns,' which should have been assigned to 
them long before my arrival, is now practically on the paper, so that 
from now they will be able to follow and to enter in their plans what- 
ever every day yields without difficulty. The work begins to tell on 
them physically, both suffering from a lack of appetite, which, how- 
ever, they assure me, means nothing compared with the genuine 
pleasure and honest satisfaction to know their exact position in this 
expedition, and to be held responsible for the execution of a certain 
kind and amount of work which they love. Of course, I shall see that 
they are not overworked, although every minute is necessary to finish 
only some of the work which should have been done before. 

"Not less hard Dr. Haynes is working during the day in the 
trenches, and during the evenings in the photograph dark room. But, 
owing to the more general character of his work, he can go earlier to 
bed (9 and 9.30 P.M.), not having to put on paper all such details as 
the scientific section of the expedition requires, the heavier part of 
which begins only when you are out of the trenches, back in your 
room, and have to solve the problems by careful meditating and study 
which the work in the trenches has been presenting during the day. 

"There is still occasionally a little friction between the two parties 
(Geere, Fisher — Mr. and Mrs. Haynes), which I always remedy as soon 
as it becomes visible. The more Dr. Haynes begins to reahze that I 
am determined to have the architects in a certain control of the trenches 
under his general control, and with due report of every change to the 
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latter before it is made, and never without presenting the ease fairly 
and squarely to him before the new day's work begins, and the more 
Mrs. Haynes abstains from giving any advice in our technical work, for 
which she is not qualified and as a rule is not asked, the greater the 
harmony will become between the two parties. For it is only by a 
careful division of all the different spheres of work among us according 
to each person's technical preparation, special gifts and experience, 
that combined great results become possible, for which you at home 
and we in the field are likewise craving. 

"I personally find no difficulty to work with either of the three 
gentlemen, each of whom has his excellent qualities and each of whom 
is needed to bring this result about." .... 

.... "Alongside the inner face of the wall, among other objects, 
at a certain level, a clay jar (fragmentary) was found in sight, with 
seven fragments of tablets, all of the Third Dynasty of Ur, other 
fragments of that period being discovered at various other places on 
the same level near the wall.'' .... 

.... "For urgent reasons I had to abandon excavations in the 
Temple Library at present, placing the gang of twenty men, with 
another gang taken from the Court of Columns (to relieve the architects 
temporarily), at the southeast corner of the Temple wall, which has 
been found, together with an ancient drain of Ur-Gur in it. If pos- 
sible, I will let them follow the south side of the wall sufficiently to 
determine the southern border of the city until it reaches the Shatt- 
en-Nil, on the other embankment of which it is joined by the long wall of 
600 feet, in charge of Mr. Geere. We would then obtain a clear 
picture of one continuous line." .... 

.... "Among the tablets, etc., excavated by Dr. Haynes before 
my arrival, and for lack of space unfortunately packed up and delivered 
to the Commissioner fourteen days before I came to Nippur, I could 
examine only about two himdred not yet sealed." .... 

"Of most important and startUng antiquities purchased from 
neighboring moimds through Arabs (from private funds placed at my 
disposal by Mrs. Hilprecht and some Philadelphia ladies and gentle- 
men), with the intention of depositing or presenting them to your 
University Museum, I shall speak another time. If we had horses we 
could do even better in this line on Sunday. I could command my 
little squadron of architects, take a few pickmen along, survey the 
place, determine the old Babylonian cities buried below, and would 
add a considerable portion of knowledge to our work done during the 
week-days at Nippur, and having the feehng of a pleasure trip at the 
same time. But to get horses down here is now also too late. And 
why shall I cause any unnecessary friction between my own views as to 
the advisability of having horses here (shared by architects) and that 
of Dr. Haynes, who has done so much for us in past years, the end of 
the campaign being so near at hand?" .... 
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LExtracts prom the Fifth Report op Dr. Hilprecht, Dated 
NuFFAR, March 30, 1900.] 

.... "Last Sunday I proposed a trip to Abu Jowan, about four 
miles to the east of Nippur, in order to determine its general character 
and to have the architects prepare a plan of the ruins for publication. 
The only mare we could procure was given to Mrs. Haynes; we others 
walked on foot. All the details necessary were obtained, and I think 
I wilhnow be able to give the first intelligent description of the char- 
acter and extent of the ruins. A few antiquities were gathered by 
ourselves; others were purchased for a song from the neighboring 
tribes. Altogether the trip was successful, except the inundations 
and canals filled with water made our progress without horses so slow 
and tired us all out so, that I have to abandon the idea of examining 
other neighboring ruins on Sundajrs in the same manner. Walking 
through the desert for miles in a hot sun, and with all kinds of obstacles 
thrown into your way in consequence of the great rise of Tigris and 
Euphrates, is no longer a Sunday pleasure if you cannot proceed on 
horseback. 

"I am very glad to report that finally perfect harmony exists 
between the architects on the one side and Dr. and Mrs. Haynes on the 
other; at least both parties, whatever they otherwise think of each 
other, do their best to work harmoniously with me towards reaching 
our aim. I personally again have to state that I have not the sHghtest 
difliculty to work with either of them, and that I have to report only 
good will, extraordinary labor and a pleasing cheerfulness on all sides. 

"The work made good progress at all the sections : 

"1. 'The Court of Colimms' needs some more excavations on the 
northw^t side. It would be impossible to excavate that face entirely 
this season, but I do not need any excavations, beyond determining the 
boundary of that complex, in order to find all those things out which we 
want. 

"Sorry as I am to disappoint you in your expectations con- 
cerning the age of this building, but I have positive proofs of different 
character and force, but enough to settle the question once forever 
that the building does not belong to the Cassite period, as Dr. Peters 
argues, but is surely not older than 300 B.C., and in all probability 
considerably later. The tablets found by him on the west side of the 
'Court' do not stand in any relation to the building, but are far outside 
of its west wall, which we have followed nearly in its entire length.*' . » . 
..... "Geereand Fisher will begin their survey of what has been 
excavated of Temple Library next Monday (April 2). They will need 
a fortnight to prepare an exact map of the whole mound (all trenches, 
[earth] removed and excavated strata marked). Meanwhile I will 
begin work at the Temple, to determine extent of platforms, etc., with 
one or two gangs. As soon as the wall and Temple Library are suf- 
ficiently excavated, mapped out and age determined, not before two 
weeks, about 100-150 men will be thrown upon the Temple." .... 

17 
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[Final Report op Dr. Hilprecht, Dated Jena, October 14, 1900.] 

Copy. 

E. W. Clark, Esq., Chairman of the Committee on Babylonian 
Exploration. 

Sir: — I have the honor to submit to you the following report of 
the work accomplished by the latest Babylonian Expedition of the 
University of Pennsylvania. 

You, and the members of your Committee, are fully acquainted 
with the conditions as they existed at Nippur previous to my arrival; 
with the methods of excavation employed in the trenches, and in 
gathering and preserving the objects obtained from such trenches. 
You are familiar with the respective duties assigned to the different 
members of the staff, and their personal relations with each other; the 
attitude of the Ottoman Government and Museum authorities to the 
expedition as a whole, to certain members of the staff, and to a certain 
Ottoman subject employed as a personal servant in the camp; the 
correspondence between the United States Ambassador and the 
Consul-General in Constantinople, the Vice-Consul in Baghdad, the 
Tiu*kish military authoriti^ at Divaniyeh and several members of the 
expedition, particularly the undersigned. You know of our personal 
relations with the Arabs, especially with the Essaid, the *Afej and 
El-Hamza tribes; the visits received at Nippur, at various times, 
from travelers and representatives of other scientific missions; our 
official and personal relations with the French and German expedi- 
tions at Tello and Babil respectively; the friendly attitude of and 
support received personally from the German Ambassador, Baron 
Marshal Von Bieberstein, at Constantinople, the Grand Vizier, and 
the Governor-General at Baghdad ; the telegraphic requests from the 
German Foreign Office at Berlin immediately before the close of our 
work, and the subsequent assistance render^ by your repr^entative 
to the German expedition, and, finally, the many personal services 
tendered to the last two expeditions by Mr. Cree, of Blockey, Hotz & 
Co., at Baghdad, to which I wish to call once more your particular 
attention. 

All these points and additional questions I have treated so often 
and exhaustively in my long reports sent to your Committee from 
Nippur, that I may be permitted to pass them by in my present brief 
report, and to confine myself to the results obtained during the whole 
period of the recent campaign. 

The members of the expedition were Dr. J. H. Haynes, Valentine 
Geere, Clarence Fisher and myself. Mrs. Haynes, wife of Dr. Haynes, 
accompanied the expedition as a guest of the expedition, and as the 
private assistant of her husband. Although not officially connected 
with this expedition, yet I desire to state that by personally super- 
vising the household, especially the table of the camp, she deserves our 
appreciative thanks for a very noticeable comfort, which otherwise 
the members of the expedition would scarcely have enjoyed, . . 
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While at the beginning of the campaign the two architects suffered 
from illness, at times signally interfering with the progress of the 
campaign, the second part of the expedition was characterized by an 
almost entire absence of illness. 

The safety and peace of the camp was never seriously disturbed 
during the whole expedition, although certain disturbances and 
miu*ders in the nearest Arab settlements, and under the very walls of 
our castle, made it always necessary to be fully prepared for complica- 
tions which might spring up at any monaent. 

Dr. and Mrs. Haynes appeared at Nippur first. About eight 
months later they were followed by the two architects. The last to 
reach Nippur was the present writer, who left Philadelphia about the 
middle of November, 1899, after the organization of the Babylonian 
and General Semitic Section of the new Museum of the University of 
Pennsylvania had been completed. 

The plan which I had prepared as the basis for our most recent 
operations at Nippur, after frequent interviews with yourself and with 
the full approval of all the members of the Committee, as whose repre- 
sentative I went, was to determine the following points : 

1. The precise character of the Temple of Bel during the whole 
period preceding King Ur-Gur, of Ur, who reigned about 2700 B.C., 
and to investigate especially whether the view expressed by other 
explorers and strongly favored by Haynes himself, by reason of his 
previous excavations^ according to which it was Ur-Gur who intro- 
duced the stage-tower — ^whether this view was correct, or whether 
this temple form was previously known. 

2. To determine the real boundaries and extent of territory 
included in the old city walls, and the course of the latter whenever 
they were not discernible above the grounds, or to examine at least 
the whole or part of the northeast and southeast Unes of fortifications, 
if the other should prove too great a task for the limited time at our 
disposal. 

3. The location of one or more of the great city gates in the north- 
east and southeast walls of Nippur, so frequently mentioned in the 
latest Babylonian inscriptions previously unearthed. 

4. The precise extent of the Pre-Sargonic settlement at ancient 
Nippur — that is, to determine whether, outside of the Temple of Bel and 
the eastern line of fortifications, where numerous relics of the earliest 
period of Babylonian civilization had been obtained by the three 
preceding expeditions, traces could be discovered which would allow 
us to infer the relative position which ancient Nippur held in the earliest 
period of Babylonian history. 

6. The position and character of the Temple Library, which since 
my first ride over the mounds of Nippur in February, 1889, I had 
consistently declared was buried in the most southern group of the 
large assemblage of mounds on the eastern side of the old and now 
dry bed of the Shatt-en-Nil, separating the Temple and its appendages 
from the r^t of the city. 
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6. The age, extent and character of a public building, situated 
about in the central part of the great western group of mounds, gener- 
ally known to your Committee under the name of "Court of Colunms." 
This building had been discovered in the course of our first campaign, 
and had been partly traced and excavated by the second expedition. 
Owing to the importance attached to this structure by the former 
Director of the expedition, who had arrived at the conclusion that it 
was of Cassite origin, erected about 1300 B.C., it was the especial desire 
of the Chairman of this Committee that it should be fuUy explored 
and, if possible, the strata below be examined. 

7. The distinguishing features in the modes of burial dm'ing the 
different periods of Babylonian history. 

8t The different types and forms of pottery which the expedi- 
tion's labors should disclose, with a view to finding laws for the classi- 
fication and determination of the ages of the many vases now in the 
Museum, which so far we had been unable to assign to any period with 
a reasonable degree of certainty, owing to the lamentable lack of 
necessary notes and observations on the side of the preceding expedi- 
tion. 

9. The different metals, especially bronze and iron, in use at the 
different periods of Babylonian civilization, with a view to obtaining 
satisfactory results as to their composition, and their relative and 
absolute importance for the determination of the age of the different 
strata of the moimd. 

10. By trial trenches to determine the general character of other 
parts of the ruins not yet touched by the different expeditions, in order 
to obtain necessary data for our guidance in connection with futiu*e 
systematic excavations at Nippur. 

In addition to these chief points, other minor questions as they 
came up in the progress of our work were to be solved. Our collection 
of photographs was to be increased and to be supplemented, with a due 
consideration to the life and customs prevailing among the Arabs of 
Central Babylonia; accurate architectural plans to be furnished at the 
same time of the buildings discovered, before the latter were removed. 

Whatsoever may have been the shortcomings of the expedition 
before my arrival, doubtless due more to a misunderstanding of your 
Committee's intentions, and to improper technical training of the mem- 
bers interested in the execution of your Committee's plans, than to 
the lack of good will and energy, which at all times were eminently 
exhibited by every member of the expedition, the results obtained . 
have surpassed our most sanguine expectations. 

Ad. 1. It has been established beyond any doubt that the view 
previously maintained by Haynes and others, as to the appearance 
of the stage-tower in Babylonia, is contrary to the facts represented 
by the trenches themselves. The stage-tower, as the characteristic 
form of the Babylonian temple, existed at least 1500-2000 years 
before Ur-Gur. It was a creation of the ancient Siunerian race, like 
many other results of that earliest period of Babylonian civilization 
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adopted by the invading Semites. After a careful examination of the 
hmidreds and thousands of single bricks, I could furthermore establish 
the exact extent of the work at the Temple of Ur-Gur, Kadashman- 
Turgu and Ashurbanapal. It also resulted that the pavement and the 
whole enclosure of the temple-tower on the northeast side was the work 
of Shagarakti-Shuriash, a question which had puzzled us for the 
last seven years. It became evident there were no water conduits of 
baked brick in the centre of each of the three unprotected sides of the 
ziggurat, asserted by Haynes, but only on the northeast and southwest 
faces. The great southern gate of the temple was discovered in a fine 
state of preservation, as the work of Ur-Gur and much earlier kings. 

Let me pass by the many new facts ascertained by personal inspec- 
tion and study in the trenches of the temple mound, stating only that 
the whole view as to the Temple of Nippur as expressed in Peters' 
"Nippur" is to be completely abandoned as erroneous. The funda-* 
mental error there committed consists in the fact that it has not been 
recognized by my predecessors that an enormous fortress, sixty feet 
high, of the Parthian period, found in an excellent state of preserva- 
tion, but, unfortunately, largely destroyed by previous trenches, 
rests upon the Temple of Bel, utiUzing part of the stage-tower as a 
citadel. The so-called "cruciform temple" was part of this fortress. 
The tomb containing the rich gold finds was that of a high person of the . 
Roman period, being in all probability that of the chief commander 
of this outpost of the Roman Empire in the East. The two large 
"temple" towers, compared by Peters with the pillars of the Solomonic 
Temple, were nothing else than large fortifications belonging to this 
late fortress at a time when the temple had ceased to exist. More- 
over, one of them rested directly on the top of the temple gate itself. 
The large well discovered by Haynes in the upper stage of the temple- 
tower was not the work of the Cassite Temple restorer, but was cut 
through the whole sohd mass of the collapsed temple by the Parthian 
builder of the fortress to the virgin soil, to obtain water for his garrison 
in case of sieges. This later element being fully eliminated from the 
confusing mass of the temple area, it wiU be a comparatively easy 
task to reconstruct the temple proper, which in my next publication 
I will attempt. As a direct result of my establishing the fact of the 
existence of this huge fortress of a late period, I was enabled to throw 
considerable light upon the pecuUar present condition of the outer 
walls of Nippur, Imgur-Marduk. 

Ad, 2. The material for making the enormous crude bricks of 
this large fortress and its chambers were taken from the crumbling 
outside walls of ancient Nippur. Different sections had been entirely 
razed, so that frequently no trace existed above the ground to indicate 
in which direction they ran. I set at once to work upon the determina- 
tion of the whole eastern fortification line, and to resume the excava- 
tions at the southeast section again, where, under the instruction of 
your Committee, Haynes had started large trenches, with the result 
of finding a long wall of baked brick, which he did not think important 
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enough to follow up, particularly as he felt he should concentrate his 
work on the temple area. Let me state at this point that the deter- 
mination of the character and age of this so-called brick wall, which 
at other times was used as a chief quarry by the inhabitants of Nippur, 
must be regarded with the Temple Library as perhaps the greatest 
result of this expedition. It turned out to be the southeast fagade 
of an enormous palace of the period of transition from the Sumerian 
to the Semitic occupation. It was 600 feet long, Pre-Sargonic, with 
originally two stories. From my own personal inferences and actual 
finds obtained while excavating a few oi the chambers, I am pr^ared 
to state that it probably represents the government quarter, the 
palace of the priest kings of Nippur, before the occupation of the city 
by Sargon I. It lies at present considerably below the level of the 
desert. A mass of about seventy feet of rubbish, filled with the busi- 
ness archives of later dynasties, has to be removed before the early 
edifice below it can be explored and excavated. 

My report can only indicate some of the chief results, without 
attempting to be exhaustive. I confine myself, therefore, to stating 
the simple fact that a number of early tablets, seven large fragments 
of a marble bas-relief of the fifth millennium of the type of the stele 
of vultures from Tello, ancient stone weights and a large number of 
weapons, particularly baked clay balls, formerly regarded as so-called 
playing marbles used by boys of our own days, and many other objects 
were excavated along the base of the walls, so that for the first time 
we can reproduce a satisfactory picture of the earliest methods em- 
ployed in besieging cities. 

Ad. 3. The great northeastern gate of the city, through which 
the mass of pilgrims entering the precincts of the temple passed, was 
found considerably below the desert, a soUd structure of the earliest 
type of Pre-Sargonic bricks, laid in bitumen. The discovery of the 
gate enabled us to obtain desirable evidence as to the plan on which 
streets were laid in the early Sumerian times. 

Ad. 4. We have positive facts to show that the Nippur of the 
fifth and fourth millenniums had practically the same extent as the 
Nippur of the days of Ashurbanapal and Ashur-etil-ilani, in the seventh 
Pre-Christian century. So far as its political and religious significance 
was concerned, it was even more important at the Pre-Sargonic and 
Sargonic periods than later. Our excavations have supported the 
correctness of Babylonian and Biblical ancient traditions. 

Ad. 5. The Temple Library has been discovered in the very- 
group of mounds which I pointed out nearly twelve years ago for its 
probable site. It was divided into two parts, a business section for 
keeping the accounts and the educational quarters with its vast 
library of a literary character. 

Nearly 19,000 tablets and fragments have been so far recovered 
from the latter. Unfortunately, they are for the most part unbaked 
and present considerable difficulties to the decipherers. 'They contain 
nearly every kind of literature known to the Sumerians and Semites, 
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containing chiefly tablets written in the third Pre-Christian millennium, 
with numeroiis earlier tablets among them. 

The library was destroyed by the Elamitic invasion, which played 
more or less terrible havoc with all Babylonian teraples and cities. No 
tablet found in it is therefore later than c. 2280 B.C. Five years are 
necessary to excavate it entirely. 

In connection with the excavation of the Ubrary, which I had to 
abandon at an early date in order to solve other pressing questions, I 
may mention a remarkable find in the upper strata, that of a jar con- 
taining nineteen choice tablets of extraordinary importance, among 
them the plan of the ancient city of Nippur. It was the first private 
Babylonian museum known in history, probably the work of a Baby- 
lonian priest of the time of King Nabonidus, the famous explorer of 
ancient Babylonian temples in the sixth century. Five thousand 
tablets, many Pre-Sargonic being among them, were excavated, in 
addition to the library mentioned, at various other places at Nippur. 

Ad. 6. The "Court of Columns" has been fully explored; every 
room has been entirely excavated ; two* gates have been discovered. It 
yielded us over 100 Hebrew bowls in the upper strata and numerous 
objects of later date. I am sorry to say that the building cannot be 
earlier than 300 B.C., about 1,000 years later than had been asserted. 
It is a government building, clear in all its details of the Parthian 
period. 

Ad. 7. About 1,100 tombs, coffins and urns have been opened 
and their contents saved. I had to introduce radical changes in the 
methods of excavating them and labeling their contents, in order to 
obtain all the necessary data for determining the forms and age of 
vases (including coffins and burial urns). It gives me pleasure to 
state that I have been able to determine the characteristic features of 
Pre-Sargonic pottery, those of the third millennium and of the second 
half of the first Pre-Christian millenniiun. Only one Pre-Sargonic 
tombt was found. A former trench had partly damaged it; its very 
existence not having been noted. 

Ad. 9. The different metals saved during my presence at Nippur 
have been labeled carefully according to the strata in which they 
were discovered. As soon as I had obtained satisfactory data for the 
age of the latter, I sent a box of specimens, useless for archaeological 
purposes, to a leading chemist of Germany, who for a number of years 
has offered his services, and who, having devoted considerable time to 
the study of the composition of metals and their first appearance 
among nations other than Babylonian, was eminently qualified for 
this work. 

Ad. 10. AU the data necessary for conducting another campaign 
on the basis of a well-matured plan have been gathered. 

It is impossible to enter upon any details concerning the niunber 

* [As originally assumed by the two architects. Later Mr. Fisher found that 
there was only one entrance on the northwest side. — H. V. H.] 

t [The rest were burial urns with the ashes of the cremated. — H. V. H.] 
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and character of the many objects of art in clay, stone and metal 
which have been unearthed during the latest campaign. May it suffice 
to state here that more than fifty pounds of silver objects, valuable 
vases and coins being among them, have fully repaid the labors of 
this expedition. 

According to the judgment of experts who are entitled to an 
opinion, this expedition, through its latest campaign, has achieved 
results so unique in the history of Babylonian exploration and so 
important in their bearings upon the history, literature and language 
of the early inhabitants of Sumer and Akkad, as to place it foremost 
among all the expeditions at present at work in the country between 
the Euphrates and Tigris. In consequence thereof it has attracted 
the attention of the whole civilized world. 

That we have been able to obtain these results, Mr. Chairman, is 
first of all due to your energy and watchful interest, and to the hearty 
co-operation of aU the members of this Committee, who have so gen- 
erously fiu'nished the means for carrying on these excavations, and 
who were always ready to give liberally of their time and advice iA 
those at work in the trenches at Nippur. It is not less due to the 
never-f aiUng devotion, energy and enthusiasm of my comrades in the 
field. If in a slight measure I personally may have been able to 
further your interests and to contribute to the success of this expedi- 
tion, it was after all due to the confidence and trust which you placed 
in me. On my side let me assure you it was always a pleasure and an 
honor to serve you. 

Yours respectfully, 

(Signed) H. V. Hilprecht, 
Scientific Director of the Babylonian Expedition, 

Jena, Germany, October 14, 1900. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. Dr. Hilprecht, you have in your possession some objects which 
came from expeditions other than those referred to just now by you 
as having been purchased by you at Fara, most of which were given 
to the University. I wish you would refer to such objects as you 
have, state what they are, and the circumstances under which you 
acquired them; that is, those objects which were in the boxes marked 
as personal property. I think Dr. Pepper received some also. 

A. With reference to the objects contained in these boxes: when 
I was at Constantinople, at the Ottoman Museum, as I began to state 
already, Hamdy Bey told me that the Sultan in some way felt embar- 
rassed that I had done all this work [gratis]. He had offered me a 
pretty high salary, which I decUned, and he then wanted me to receive 
antiquities instead. I told him I could not very well. Then he said. 
Shall I make you a present for the University? I said. Yes. TTien he 
said, '^ Surely your University has now more than enough." I begged 
him to let me have twenty-five boxes more — ^he would not yield— for 
the University; then I came down to twenty, then ten, until finally we 
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got down to five boxes, and he said, "Get out of here I I don't want 
to give you anymore," pleasantly. Hamdy Bey said, "If you will 
promise to keep them, I will give you twenty boxes more." I said, 
" I cannot." — ^It is true that I worked there at my own expense during 
the summer. Your Committee paid me only for real work [for our 
University], but not for sunamer [work for the Ottoman Museum]. The 
first year I received for my work in Constantinople four hundred dollars, 
including all expenses from Philadelphia by ship and by rail, and by 
railroad and ship back. For four hundred dollars no man can do very 
much in Constantinople, if he has to get there and back. — Con- 
sequently I declined [Hamdy Bey's offer], thinking that I was not 
engaged by your Committee to accept a personal favor. But Hamdy 
Bey gave every now and then something to Mrs. Hilprecht. When- 
ever she was there she assisted me, in the last two years, and my son 
assisted me. They gave him a collection of musical instruments, small 
fragmentary things from the "cave," things from Nippur, and so forth, 
which were in the old Museum cellar at Constantinople, which we are 
unpacking now, which had been retained as their share. But I declined 
to accept any personal favor. I was particularly desirous of getting a 
collection of the MurashA tablets, which we had excavated— that is, 
Haynes — about 1893 or 1894, archives known as MurashA archives. 
When I began to examine them in March I recognized many Jewish 
names, and saw in a moment that every tablet represented about fifty 
dollars' worth, as they were the only tablets of this kind known and 
most beautifuUy preserved. Hamdy Bey made me a last offer to take 
something [personally] with me, but I declined and left with my list 
of boxes which I had [received]. When I arrived [in Philadelphia] 
the boxes were not yet here, but arrived in due time. They were 
sent generally down to the basement of the present library building. 
They remained there for years and years, until we found time and 
place to open* them, generally in the tower of the library building, 
which the Library Conmiittee had placed at my disposal. Dr. Clay 
at that time was engaged by me as a Fellow. I had created a little 
fund, which I placed [at the disposal of] the Conmiittee on Publica- 
tion, and he assisted me. I remember the enormous amount of time 
we had to spend on the Hebrew bowls and other things, and we put 
the things on shelves, as space would allow, which we had arranged 
in this tower. The small room for exhibition in the Museum was 
soon filled, and we stored them everywhere we could, but a large 
mass remained unpacked, since we had no room for them. As soon as 
I opened all the boxes, I found that there were four boxes among them 
marked "Private Property," representing results from 1893, marked 
private property of H. V. Hilprecht. It was written in French. Those 
four boxes I opened at once, and found that they contained the whole 
beautiful collection of MurashA tablets, of which two volumes have 
been published already, and of which another one. will probably come 
out. I do not know exactly how many are published. Dr. Clay will 
know better. I would say something Uke 270. 
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(Dr. Qay states that there are 132 and 119.) 

They are about 250 in round numbers, and there are still down 
in the basement a large number of them (and others upstairs, I think, 
Which Dr. Clay has copied already), which we have not put in the 
Museum because they have not yet been cleaned. All these tablets 
were contained in three boxes. In the other box was contained a 
number of whorls, and I thought they amounted to nothing much, 
but when I unpacked the box this beautiful boundary stone was there. 
I right away thought that a mistake had been made in Constantinople, 
and probably it was not the intention to present it to me. For we 
had opened this box and took two or three rows of them [whorls] away. 
I called all the Curators of the Ottoman Museum together, and said, 
"Why has Haynes packed all this stuff, of which we have thousands 
and you have thousands?" I didn't examine any more. I reported 
afterward to the Museum what I actually found there, and they told 
me then they knew about it, and they meant it to be this way. I at 
once called a Committee [meeting]. There were three gentlemen 
present, but since only one of them is alive, and he is in delicate health 
and could not be approached, I had better leave names out altogether. 
I reported to this Conunittee about th^e four boxes of antiquities, and 
one of the gentlemen, the Chairman, [after] I offered them to the Com- 
mittee for the University, bluntly refused to accept them. I told 
them the story. I insisted that they should be accepted, and they 
finally accepted them, with a motion on the part of — I had better 
leave his name out, as he is dead — that I receive as many tablets from 
them as I would like as personal souvenirs to carry out the idea of the 
donor, and let Dr. Pepper [select some] at the same time. I mention 
him because Dr. Pepper also received a number of tablets for promot- 
ing the interest of the. University of Pennsylvania. What did I do 
with my tablets? I wanted them not for my purposes, but I gave 
three away right away to members of the Conunittee.* One of them 
is found mentioned in Vol. IX, in the possession of Mr. Clarence H. 
Clark. He received it, and he would not have accepted it if he thought 
I had stolen it. I can trace two of the others at least to Dr. Pepper. 
One was presented to Mrs. Phoebe Hearst, who had largely contributed 
in the matter of antiquities. Another was pr^ented to Senator 
Quay, in my presence, and Senator Quay made at that time the state- 
ment that if ever I needed his assistance I could surely come to him 
and he would give it. I never called upon him, since I never needed 
it. But if your Committee will make an effort these two tablets can 
be traced in some way. I made an effort to trace the Phoebe Hearst 
tablet by writing about it two or three months ago to Mrs. Phoebe 
Hearst. The letter was not answered. Then I wrote to Mr. Hearst, her 
son, in New York. After many days I got a letter saying that his 
mother was not in the country, but if I would tell him what I wanted 
he might be able to send the letter to her, though several months 
would pass. Therefore, it not being of importance to me, I didn't 
go into details; but I would suggest to your Conmiittee to trace it, and 
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probably also some one of Senator Quay's heirs might be able to trace 
the tablet which Dr. Pepper gave him. The Hearst tablet was also pre- 
sented by Dr. Pepper. I was to receive mine as souvenirs in order to 
carry out the idea of the donor. I did not want them, and began to 
give them right away. The boundary stone was particularly given 
to me that I should retain it among my collection. These tablets, as 
I said, have been partly given away by me to members of your Com- 
mittee at that time, and a few are still retained by me. The boundary 
stone is still in my possession. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. How many objects would you say altogether out of that col- 
lection were retained by you and other members of the Committee? 

A. I am sure that Dr. Pepper did not take more than twelve tab- 
lets. I took twelve, surely not more than twelve, and the boundary 
stone. 

Q. And the balance are where? 

A. They are all in the University Museiun. 

Q. And have been dealt with and are catalogued as its property? 

A. Yes, sir. 

By Provost Harrison: 

Q. If you will turn to the testimony of Mrs. Haynes, p. 151, I 
will read from the stenographic report at that page [cf . pp. 127f ., above] : 
"Another point, I think, was with reference to the gazelle heads or 
goat heads, which I am told are said to have been found at Fara by 
Dr. Hilprecht. Those goat heads were brought to our house one 
Sunday morning by some Arabs from Abu-Hatab — I think the second 
Sunday after Dr. Hilprecht reached Nippur." Are they the same 
goat heads that you have referred to? 

A. Yes, sir; they are the same. As I reported to you while on 
my way to Nippur, I made arrangements on the boat with two Arabs 
who came to our house to spend the night and the next morning. I 
paid the whole trip of those two Arabs to Fara. If I had my note- 
books from Jena I could tell you as to the point. If I remember, 
they charged me ten liras for the trip. I sent them down for this 
purpose, first to find out — ^there was a rumor which had come to me 
through many channels, first of all from the publications of the earliest 
explorer of Babylonia, Loftus — 

Q. We want to know whether you deny this statement? 

A. No, sir; I do not deny it. 

Q. You say that Mrs. Haynes is correct when she says that the 
two goat heads were brought to the camp? 

A. To the camp. 

Q. Were the Arabs from Abu-Hatab? 

A. No, from Fara. 

By Mr. Houston. 

Q. How far did you say Abu-Hatab was from Fara? 
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A. About four miles. They are in sight of each other. When a 
person makes a sign on the top of one, you can see it on the other. The 
statement that they came from Abu-Hatab is not correct. 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. You have stated that these goat heads were bought by private 
funds? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Contributed by Mrs. Hilprecht and other persons in Philadel- 
phia? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which funds were put at your disposal after the Babylonian 
Committee in Philadelphia had declined to make any side expeditions? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mrs. Haynes states that she went to the steamer trunk and 
got money and paid for those gazelle heads out of the expedition 
money, and she further states that, so far as the expedition money 
was concerned, there was no refund to the expedition cash account, 
unless a payment might have been made without her knowledge ? 

A. I reply that if Dr. Haynes made a private arrangement with 
Mrs. Haynes, that is not my affair. As I read from my report, she 
was only our guest. As soon as these gazelle heads were brought — 
among them also two horns and two swords now at the University — I 
right away told Mr. Haynes that they were the results from my excava- 
tions in Fara which the Arabs had conducted ; and we entered into a 
discussion on the subject, and I told him I wanted to pay them liber- 
ally to encourage them, that they should bring everything to us, and 
he was of the opinion that I would pay too much, for he asked me 
whether I would not leave this matter to him. I gladly consented, 
and then he brought the antiquities back. I can tell from my note- 
books in Jena — I do not know [at present] — I do not think I paid so 
much as she says here. I got the gazelle heads and the antiquities, and 
paid Mr. Haynes on the spot when he brought them. I had nothing 
to do with Mrs. Haynes in the matter. Mr. Haynes bought them 
imder my instructions, brought them to me, and I gave him the money 
for them. Whether he paid it first out of the expedition funds to the 
Arabs, and afterward put my money back again, that I don't know 
anything about. 

Q. The Committee understand you to say that you paid at that 
time Dr. Haynes the money he paid the Arabs for those goat heads 
they had brought in from Fara or Abu-Hatab? 

A. Exactly. 

Q. And that you know nothing whatsoever about the payment 
of money — ^you don't know how Dr. Haynes settled with the Arabs? 

A. I have not the slightest idea. I asked him to do it in order 
to prevent my paying too much. 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. I imderstood Dr. Hilprecht to say that Mr. Haynes asked Dr. 
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Hilprecht that he (Haynes) should have the privilege of settling with 
the Arabs. Dr. Hilprecht agreed, settlement was made, and that then 
Dr. Hilprecht settled with Mr. Haynes. That, is not the way you put 
it to him? 

A. I don't know whether the money was to settle or whether he 
had settled. I paid him the price he mentioned to me. 

Q. Dr. Haynes might first have settled with the Arabs for these 
goat heads or gazelle heads, and then you paid him from your private 
funds the money he reported to you he had paid for them?* 

A. Exactly. The exact transaction with the Arabs I do not 
know. I left it to him, since he asked me to do it. The first antiqui- 
ties which the Arabs brought back, not very long after [my arrival at 
Nippur] — say six or seven days before this [transaction] — ^were certain 
little things — ^weights, etc. I was the only person in the camp at 
that time who knew Arabic enough to get along with the Arabs directly 
— I mean in the camp at that time. Dr. Haynes was out in the field, 
and the architects were out in the field. Mrs. Haynes was also in the 
house, and as soon as these Arate found out that I was in the house, 
from the servants, they came to my room and they showed me these 
few antiquities. 

By Mr. Jones : 

Q. As to the actual handling of these 23,000 tablets, which I 
understand were sent from Nippur to Constantinople — 

A. Directly. 

Q. While you were at wprk in the Museum at Constantinople — 
how long would you say you were working in the Ottoman Museum 
altogether in connection with those tablets? 

A. I worked first about six weeks in the spring of 1901. I can 
Gnd out surely. I left here about the beginning of March. 

Q. Is that your memory? 

A. Yes. I went to Jena, and from Jena went to Constantinople, 
and went back and worked up most of the boxes. There was a good 
deal left for me to do, so I went back in the Fall, maybe about the 
middle of September, and worked through October and November, 
and I left on the 1st of December in a great hurry when the German 
Embassy told me about the unfortunate condition of my wife's health. 

Q. During that time do I understand that you practically sep- 
arated and handled the whole 23,000 objects? 

A. Exactly. 

Q. In order that those which went to the Ottoman Museum 
should be determined, and those which should come to you should be 
determined ? 

A. With the exception of about two or three boxes which Hamdy 
Bey — whenever he came to the Museum he was disgusted with the 

* [Meanwhile I have found again the specified receipt from Mr. Haynes for the 
money I paid to him for the two goats* heads and other antiquities obtained for 
me from Fara, and including the expenses of our excursion to Fara. — H. V. H.] 
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detailed way I proceeded — I had a double purpose. I wanted 
to find out for myself what the contents of the tablets which I 
saw were. But when he came in he would say, "Why do you examine 
that in such detail? Throw it away.* I don't want that box/' 
Most of the tablets, with the exception of a few hundred [very 
small fragments], I examined personally in Constantinople. 

Q. In thus examining them, while you didn't make any transla- 
tions of them, you were able to determine that they possessed a variety 
of literary characteristics which you have spoken of in your testimony 
and in your books? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Thus giving, in your judgment, without qualification, as I 
understand it, the features of a library to the collection? 

A. Yes, sir. I did more than this. I made considerable notes. 
I have bulky notes to that effect. My hands were dirty and I had to 
use a pencil only, but all the tablets of importance there, e.g,, the mathe- 
matical tablets, were written down in my notebooks, and other tablets 
I took down; in addition to this, since I could not work in the evenings 
and nights in the Museum — they had such absolute confidence in me — 
I could carry [at] any time away from the Museum whatsoever I pleased 
by a special arrangement with the Minister of Public Instruction, and 
did not need to bring it back [at once]. When finally I left I locked 
my room at the hotel, and turned over the key to a special servant 
whom they sent, and they saw that everything came back to the 
Museum. Those tablets which I had at my room, most of them I 
copied, and others I made notes of. 

Q. How many distinct tablets would you say you have notes in 
reference to? 

A. At least a thousand, J would say. 

Q. Was Noorian employed by any of the expeditions? 

A. Noorian was employed by the first and second expeditions. 

Q. By the third? 

A. No, not by the third. 

Q. Was there any difficulty arose between him and the managers 
of the expedition? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the result? 

A. Dr. Peters reported at that time — I can only refer to a letter 
from Dr. Ward which refers to it. 

Q. We will take the letter of Dr. Ward. 

A. The reports of the second expedition I never had. I don't 
know now where they are. 

Q. Aren't they in possession of the Museum? 

A. No. 

Q. They were the reports of whom? 

* [Referring to very small fragments, too small to determine the real mean- 
ing of the few cuneiform signs preserved upon them. — H. V. H.] 
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A. Of Dr. Peters. 

Q. Are there no receipts showing where they are? 

A. With the second expedition I never had anything to do. 

Q. You are unable to find any reports of Dr. Peters in possession 
of the Museum? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are the field notes of Dr. Peters there? 

A. Yes, sir; the field notes are there. Here is a letter addressed 
to me, dated August 1, 1891, by Dr. Ward. At the end he states : 

"August 1, 1891. 

.... "Daniel [Noorian] came back about the time you did, 
and is now with us. Dr. Peters has reported very imfavorable 
stories about Daniel, on the credit of Mr. Haynes, who received them 
from Mustafa chiefly. I am not ready to believe them. I tell you this 
as you may hear of them. I cannot see but Daniel has tried to do well. 
He seems the same kind, lovable, sturdy fellow he always was, and he 
sent his regards to you. I hope you can visit us before long and see him. 

"I often wish I had you within reach, that I might ask you some 
questions about an inscription on a cylinder, perhaps. I have one on 
hand just now, imperfect, as it is only an impression of an archaic 
cylinder, the inscription in the double Une form, like the royal cylinders. 
I wish it were complete. 

"Give my kindest compliments to Mrs. Hilprecht, and beUeve me 
"Ever most sincerely yours, 

"William Hayes Ward." 

I remember distinctly the report that Mr. Noorian, while em- 
ployed in the service of the expedition, had levied a special tax upon 
the poor Arabs, which they had to pay to him. He received his salary 
from the University for being supervisor of the work, and in addition 
to this he [was said to have] levied a small tax in the name of the expedi- 
tion for every Arab he engaged. These were the stories which Dr. 
Peters* at that time spoke of, adding, "on the credit of Mr. Haynes, 
who received them from Mustafa. I am not ready to believe them. 
I tell you this as you may hear of them." 

Q. Do you know whether or not he was dismissed? 

A. This was surely one of the reasons he was not sent out again. 
This is the same Dr. Ward, mentioned in the testimony already, who 
sent the telegram to Mrs. Haynes. 

By Mr. Houston : 

Q. You read a letter, from Hamdy Bey, the Director-General of 
the Imperial Museiun at Constantinople, referring to your service in 
that Museum. Is that a large Museum? 

A. Yes, sir; very large. It has at present three large buildings, 

* [Mistake in stenographic record for " Dr. Ward." — H. V. HJ 
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much larger than our own, and the Sultan has granted recently another 
fourth building, for which he solicited my help again. 

Q. The organization of which he speaks, did that entail much 
work? The work, I suppose, indicated the arranging in cases of the 
Babylonian antiquities which were to be exhibited? 

A. It meant first the unpacking of all the objects which were 
stored down in the cellar [of Tshinili Kiosk], including English, Austrian, 
American and French results (a very large collection from the French 
expedition), amoimting to over 20,000 tablets and other objects, and 
all these were placed in my charge. Therefore I had to go first down 
into the cellar, and separate according to my judgment and according 
to the statements left by these different parties. Then I brought them 
up out of the cellar, unpacked every box and marked its contents with 
ink, and sometimes I think there was one young gentleman there in the 
Museum who assisted me in marking the objects and entering them 
into the catalogue of the Museum. I described them in French or 
sometimes in German — ^because Halil Bey understands German — and 
afterward I was requested to assign a place to them, and I went over 
to the Museum and designated the room I wanted to have. I made 
the plans for the arrangement of the [objects in the] large hall and in 
the smaller rooms, and then put the objects on exhibition — [in short] 
arranged everjrthing, whatever was necessary to make a Museum. 
Not only this, but also in connection with the Sultan's [own] collections* 
— they were largely arranged by me. 

Q. Suppose the Babylonian Collections in the Imperial Ottoman 
Museum were exhibited in our Museum, how much space of that 
Museum would they occupy? 

A. All of it that you have now. 

Q. Then you have organized and catalogued a Babylonian 
exhibit as large as our entire Museum? 

A. Not entirely on exhibition, because they needed the space, 
but in the new Museimi it will be able to be put on exhibition. The 
antiquities having been catalogued, I had to put them in boxes [again], 
in order to keep them until the new space was ready for them to be 
placed on exhibition. There are three large rooms, and one consid- 
erably larger than our whole Babylonian section. 

Q. What French, Austrian, English or German Assyriologists 
have been employed by the Turkish Government in helping you 
organize and catalogue this Musemn? 

A. None. In addition to these [collections] there were also 
collections which were presented by the Ottoman officials in the 
empire, or were confiscated — there were at least two or three thousand 
tablets which had been confiscated or presented by officials, and also 
were catalogued by me. I mention in my books the Rifat Bey Col- 
lection. These different collections were put at my disposal after the 
French Archaeologist, Father Scheil — who arrived about 1892 in Con- 
stantinople, when there was no Museum yet of Babylonian antiquities, 

* [Deposited by the Sultan in the Ottoman Museum. — H. V. H.] 
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and who began to go over the collections at Hamdy Bey's request — [had 
left Constantinople]. I was then informed for the fost time, through 
French publications, that [the Ottoman authorities] expected me there. 
Your Committee then sent me in 1893 — ^the Publication Committee. 
Father Scheil had not done very much.* He had gone over three or 
four hundred of the antiquities, as far as I recollect, largely those from 
Nippur; but apart from these, everyi/hing [else connected with the 
Babylonian Collections] in Constantinople has been done by me 
exclusively, without any assistance from German or French or any 
other Assyriologist. 

' ^ (Dr. Clay [having requested and received permission to interrupt 
the proceedings]:) 

Dr. Clay: With reference to the goat heads, as to who put them 
in the list of illustrations in the Archaeological Museum, I am responsible 
for that. Dr. Hilprecht is not. I am referring to the list of illustra- 
tions. The list was made up after Dr. Hilprecht sailed, and I thought 
the thing was in the Museum and put it there. I am also responsible 
for putting the astronomical tablet in, it being in the Museiun. The 
goat heads were in the Museum at the time of the publication of the 
book, but not catalogued. None of the Fara things were calatogued. 

By Mr. Jones [questioning Dr. Clay] : 

Q. In order that the Committee may thoroughly understand: 
as I understand it now, Dr. Hilprecht said he did not know who made 
entry in the book, "List of Illustrations from the Museum of Pennsyl- 
vania/' because he had never given it to the Museum, and it had never 
been catalogued, and had always been kept by him in, he believed, the 
basement, and he was in no way responsible for its publication. I 
understand you to say now that in making up the list of illustrations 
you put into it, of your own volition, as being in the Museimi of Penn- 
sylvania, it being an object that was there at that time; but that you 
did not mean by that to designate that it was or was not Dr. Hilprecht's, 
or that it was or was not the Museum's, but that it was in the Museum 
at the time? 

A. Yes. I understood that Prof. Hilprecht was going to give 
that one to the Museum. He since told me that that was not his 
intention. 

Q. Your very remark indicates that the Professor claimed it as 
being his own prior to the time he had that conversation. 

A. It really had been taken away when that list was made up. 
He had gone to Europe, and had taken it with him. 

Q. And he had previously spoken to you as to whether or not he 
would give it to the Museum? 

A. It came with all the Fara things. I was present when the 
inspector was there, and there was nothing said in reference to the 

* [Afi he was placed by the Ottoman Government in charge of an expe- 
dition to Abu Habba.— H. V. H.] 
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head at tmy cohtetits, and the head was taken and repaired. I under- 
stood it was to be the property of the Museum, but whether that was 
his intention or not, I know he took it with him. I made up the list 
of illustrations after Professor had gone and inserted it. I do not 
want to withhold that information, knowiug I was responsible. 

Q. As I understand, you don't know of his ever having specifically 
given all these articles to the University prior to that time? 

A. I do not think any statement or any reference to it was made 
in any report, so far as I know, until this cataloguing a few weeks ago. 

Q. It was understood, however, at the time they were received, 
that they were Fara things? 

A. They belonged to the Fara — what they call the Fara Collec- 
tion; and some of the things had come from Abu-Hatab. We put 
them in the cases in the basement, and we put tags on some of them, 
and we had them marked Abu-Hatab and Fara. 

Dr. Hilprecht: 

That is correct. The collections from Abu-Hatab are still there. 

(Examination of Dr. Hilprecht resumed.) 

By Provost Harrison : 

Q. The two boxes which Mrs. Haynes refers to as having been 
sent, marked '^private," on the fourth expedition in 1900 from Nuffar 
to Baghdad were the two boxes from the Fara expedition? 

A. They were the two boxes from the Fara expedition. 

Q. Which you had shipped to London and to Jena? 

A. Yes. 

Q. They were the two boxes you paid Mr. Haynes the money for? 

A. Yes, and paid all the expenses for transshipment and every- 
thing. 

Provost Harrison, after consulting with the other members of the 
Committee, states that the Conmiittee will receive as evidence the ten 
reports sent by Dr. Hilprecht from Nippur, during his stay there in 
1900. 

Provost Harrison asks if any of the Conmiittee desire to ask Dr. 
Hilprecht any further questions, and each member of the Committee 
answered in the negative. 

Provost Harrison: The Committee agrees that this hearing is 
now terminated. 

It is moved, seconded and unanimously agreed that a steno- 
graphic copy of these proceedings shall be sent through Provost 
Harrison to each member of the Committee. 

On motion duly seconded, the Conmiittee agreed to adjourn to 
meet at the call of Provost Harrison. 

(Adjourned to meet at call of Provost Harrison.) 
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[REPORT OF THE COURT OF INQUIRY.] 
To THE Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania : 

Gentlemen:— At a special meeting of the Board of Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania, held March 27, 1905, it received from it6 
Committee on College and Department of Philosophy a reconamenda- 
tion that the Board should act upon the following Preamble and Reso- 
lution, adopted by the Committee at its meeting of March 23, 1905 : 

"Whereas, Charges have been made in the public prints which 
concern the integrity of Professor Hilprecht as Professor of Assyxiology 
in the University of Pennsylvania; and 

''Whereas, Professor Hilprecht has in writing requested an 
investigation of these charges; 

"Therefore be it Resolved, That the Board be recommended to 
appoint the Provost, the Vice-Provost, and Messrs. Harris, Houston, 
Jones and Le Conte as a Committee to act as a Court of Inquiry to 
hear and consider any charges which have been made or may be made 
against Professor Hilprecht, and to report their findings to the Board/' 

The Board of Trustees adopted the Preamble and Resolution so 
reported by the Committee. 

In fulfilment of the duty imposed upon them, the Committee have 
held seven meetings, at each of which all persons interested in what 
has come to be known as "The Peters-Hilprecht Controversy" were 
invited to be present. These invitations were sent to all such persons 
to attend the first meeting; and to subsequent meetings all of them 
were invited except (1) such as had in writing declined to take part in 
the inquiry, or (2) had taken no notice of the first invitation, or (3) 
were known to the Committee to have gone to Europe. The invita- 
tions included every Manager of the Department of Archaeology who 
had resigned on or after March 8, 1905, and also Drs. Peters, Jastrow, 
Prince, Ranke, Clay and Mr. Fisher. The Committee also heard the 
testimony of Mrs. J. H. Haynes, upon April 22. 

The Committee held seven sessions to hear testimony, which hear- 
ings occupied nearly twenty-five hours, and two private sessions for 
consultations. 

The entire testimony given was recorded stenographically, and 
covers about 600 pages. 

At every meeting during which the testimony against Dr. Hilprecht 
was heard several of his critics or accusers were present, but though 
all, had been invited, no one of them found it possible to be present 
during the two days when Dr. Hilprecht answered the charges that 
had been made against him. 

The case against Dr. Hilprecht, upon the evidence and the argu- 
ments submitted, may be divided into three parts : 

(1) The charge of literary dishonesty. 

(2) The charge of improperly retaining property belonging to the 
University of Pennsylvania. 

(3) The charge that what was foimd at Nippur has no just claim 
to be called a Temple Library. 
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The first charge, that of literary dishonesty ^ is mainly based by 
Drs. Peters, Jastrow, Prince and Ranke upon certain illustrations 
shown and statements made by Dr. Hilprecht in his books, "Excava- 
tions in Bible Lands" and "The Babylonian Expedition of the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania,'' Series D, Vol. I. These relate principally to 
three specified tablets, and the charge of his accusers is that these three 
tablets are so described by Dr. Hilprecht in his texts as necessarily to 
create the impression that they were dug up in 1900 by the Fourth 
Expedition, which was under his charge; whereas, say his accusers, the 
facts are that the tablets had all been purchased by members of an 
earlier expedition : the Astronomical tablet (No. 1) at Baghdad by Prof. 
Harper in 1889, the Multiplication tablet (No. 2) by Noorian at Bagh- 
dad in the same year, and the Lushtamar letter (No. 3) after the close 
of the First Expedition. 

This is the chief specification under this charge. Dr. Peters' 
remarks were directed chiefly to it; Dr. Jastrow said, "The main issue 
which is the method of representing tablets that were purchased as 
having been excavated by the University Expedition" ; Dr. Prince states 
that he must confirm Dr. Peters' opinion upon this point; and Dr. 
Ranke says that he agrees with the statement made by Dr. Peters, 
and that the reader of the books in question receives the impression 
that the tablets were dug up by the Fourth Expedition. 

The several expeditions which were made at Nippur — ^the explora- 
tions which are alluded to in connection with this investigation — ^were 
sent out under the auspices and at the expense of the Babylonian 
Committee, an association of men interested in historical excavations 
in Babylonia. Several of the persons concerned in these proceedings 
were members of one or more of these expeditions, and Dr. Hilprecht 
was the Scientific Director of the Fourth Expedition, which worked at 
Nippur in the latter part of 1899 and the early months of the year 1900. 
His accusers charge that he intended in his book, "Explorations in 
Bible Lands," to convey the impression that the tablets therein described 
and illustrated were part of the product of the expedition of which he 
was the Scientific Director. 

Dr. Hilprecht in his reply points out that in his book called 
"Explorations in Bible Lands" he was not writing a strictly scientific 
treatise, such as his work entitled "Old Babylonian Inscriptions." 
The latter work did require precision of statement and verification by 
notes, both of which it has; but in his preface to the "Explorations" 
he states that the volume was issued to present his subject in "sys- 
tematic but popular form." He was not dealing with the results of 
any one expedition, his theme being the general subject of what all 
the expeditions had yielded, which made it proper that he should dis- 
cuss tablets that had been purchased as well as those that had been 
excavated. 

He further called attention to the fact that a note at the foot of 
p. 526 of his book states that none of the tablets of the Fourth Expedi- 
tion had then been unpacked, owing to their delay in reaching Phila- 
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delphia. He could not, therefore, have used any of them for purposes 
of illustration, and, of course, covdd not claim that those he did so use 
were a part of that set of tablets. 

It is further in evidence that it is not the practice of scientific 
bodies, such as the British Museum, to discriminate in their publica- 
tions between objects purchased and those excavated, and it is also in 
evidence that each one of the three tablets in question was fully and 
correctly marked in Dr. Hilprecht's handwriting; the place, the date of 
acquisition, and the circuipstances of the purchase being concisely 
given on the tablets which are in the University Museiun, and accessible 
to the public. 

Dr. Hilprecht's summary of his position states that he did intend 
in his publication to indicate his belief as an Assyriologist that the 
objects described by him and illustrated in his book, "Explorations in 
Bible Lands," at one time formed part of a library existing at Nippur, 
and that they had been excavated there; but he did not attempt to state 
at what time the objects used for illustration were excavated, found or 
purchased, and if anyone received such an impression he never gave 
or intended to give it. For nearly twenty years Dr. Hilprecht has 
been a student of the science of .archaeology. The value of his literary 
contributions to the subject and of his services in this direction is 
undoubted. He has published and edited several volumes bearing 
upon the archaeology of Babylonia and Assyria. They have been 
written in a scientific spirit, and their accuracy and merit, without 
exception, remain unchallenged. In the University of Pennsylvania 
nearly 10,000 tablets and objects excavated in Babylonia have been 
arranged and marked by Dr. Hilprecht in his own handwriting. 
This work has occupied many years. The scientific accuracy of this 
vast work remains in every particular unquestioned. 

Your Committee is satisfied with Dr. Hilprecht's answer. It 
finds the charge of literary dishonesty entirely unsustained. It unani- 
mously acquits Dr. Hilprecht on this charge. 

The second charge of improperly retaining property belonging to 
the University of Pennsylvania seems to have arisen from a misunder- 
standing of the nature of the organization of the expeditions which 
made the excavations. 

All articles which were found by these expeditions were, by the 
terms of the "firman" or permission to excavate, which was given by 
the Turkish Government, the property of that Government. The 
responsible officer of that Government, after selecting at Constanti- 
nople such objects produced by the excavations as are desired for the 
Imperial Turkish Museum, frequently gives large numbers of the 
remaining objects to the person who has unearthed them. He is, of 
course, bound, to turn these objects over to the body under whose 
auspices the expedition was organized. This was done, but the 
responsible body in this case was the Babylonian Committee. They, 
and they alone, had any right to complain, if any such articles were 
withheld. 
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The number of objects excavated or purchased by the several 
expeditions (mostly by the fourth) is roughly stated to be about 60,C00. 
Of these, about one-half, say 30,000, were retained by the Turkish 
Government, and the balance, between 25,000 and 30,000 in number, 
are in the Museum of the University of Pennsylvania, except such as 
were distributed by the Committee among their own number as 
souvenirs, or were given by them to persons who had been concerned 
in the work, or who had been or might become contributors to ttie 
Committee's funds. The total number of objects so disposed of does 
not exceed twenty-five in number, among which were some of the 
articles which Dr. Hilprecht is now charged with being in wrongful 
possession of. 

As to the articles reserved by Dr. Hilprecht from the collection 
obtained from Fara, that collection was a personal acquisition by him 
and purchased with funds furnished by himself and friends, and the 
circumstances perfectly imderstood by the Babylonian Conmiittee. 
Dr. Hilprecht generously presented it to the University, retaining a 
few articles for himself. 

The Babylonian Committee, desiring to limit their work to exca- 
vations at Nippur, forbade the use of any of the funds of the Foiuth 
Expedition for work at other points, and this restriction was obeyed. 

The records of the Babylonian Committee are still in existence, 
and they have been at the disposal of the Committee, so that on this 
subject the Committee has had sources of information that are not 
open to the public. 

It is perhaps unnecessary to say more in this connection than that 
the Committee were satisfied with the disposition made of all the 
objects acquired by the expedition of which Dr. Hilprecht was the 
Scientific Director, and that all of the finds of the several expeditions 
except such as were retained by the Turkish Government, rightfully 
accrued to the Babylonian Committee. The University has no title 
to any part of the finds except to such part as was given to it by the 
Committee, and this is, and has been, intact in the University Museum. 

Your Committee, in view of all these facts, are unanimously of 
opinion that the charge of improper retention by Dr. Hilprecht of 
University property is absolutely unfounded. 

The third criticism, a doubt as to the value of the Temple Library ^ 
seems to have no other foundation than impatience that publication of 
the results of the several expeditions has not yet been made. When 
it is considered that the finds of the Fourth Expedition had been less 
than four years in Philadelphia when these criticisms originated, that 
the texts of these tablets are in almost unknown languages, that large 
numbers of them must be translated before wise and soimd generaUza- 
tions can be made upon them, and that many years elapse in most cases 
before such finds give out their full value, it will be understood that 
delay in publication has been and will continue to be necessary. 

The statements made by Dr. Hilprecht's accusers were wholly 
negative. One witness testified that he had only seen two tablets, 
another declined to enter on the question further than to express a 
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doubt, and this was the general character of all the testimony pro- 
duced by the accusers. 

On the side of Dr. Hilprecht, Dr. Myhrman, of the University of 
Upsala, Sweden, testified that he had examined with what care he 
could in two days about 150 tablets, picked at random out of the col- 
lection. He says : "The Old World looks to the University of Pennsyl- 
vania as possessing a veritable treasmy of Babylonian literary remains, 
and that it is rather puzzUng to us (abroad) to hear scholars from this 
very institution, who ought to know, publicly express gra^e doubt 
at least as to the character of this Temple Library." And he states : 
"As for the collection as a whole, I am profoundly impressed with the 
wealth of material. It is simply overwhelming and cannot but inspire 
the greatest enthusiasm. But it will require many a decade to transfer 
the secrets of the tablets from clay to paper, and thus make obvious 
to the learned world the full value of the collection If no objec- 
tion is made to the term 'the library of Assurbanipal,' there is no vaHd 
reason to object to calling the Nippur collection 'the Temple Library/ " 

Dr. Hugo Radau, of Chicago, after an examination of 300 tableis, is 
of opinion that the tablets found are parts of a very important library. 

Upon the third charge, therefore, your Committee record their 
belief that it is wholly unsustained upon the part of Dr. Hilprecht's 
accusers. 

And upon the charges against Dr. Hilprecht as a whole, your Com- 
mittee find that they are unsustained and imtrue. 

Your Committee in thus briefly summarizing the mass of testimony 
before them have found it necessary to confine themselves to the 
essential points at issue, and upon these they have reached and ex- 
pressed very positive conclusions, and they ask the Board of Trustees 
to confirm their findings. 

Your Committee have thought it their duty to present this report 
at the earliest practicable moment, and they ask the prompt action of 
the Board, because Dr. Hilprecht, who is now abroad and working 
there for the University of Pennsylvania, has been for several months 
under charges which affect alike his integrity and the fair fame of the 
University of Pennsylvania, and he is entitled to know at the earliest 
possible moment that the charges have been found baseless. 

The findings of the Committee have been unanimous as is 
evidenced by their signatures, except that Dr. Le Conte was called 
abroad inmiediately after the testimony was typewritten, and his 
colleagues do not assume to speak for him. 

Ml of which is respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) Charles C. Harrison, 
Edgar F. Smith, 
J. Levering Jones, j 

^' S. F. Houston, 

Joseph S. Harris, 
[Signature added subsequently] Robert G. Le Conte. 

Philadelphia, June 26, 1906. 
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"Resolution of the Board of Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania on the Report of the Hilprecht Committee 
OF Investigation. 

"At a special meeting of the Board of Trustees, held June 26, 
1905, the report of the Committee appointed to investigate the charges 
against Professor Herman V. Hilprecht was read, and, upon motion, 
it was moved and 

^^ Resolved, That the report of the Committee be received and 
adopted, and that the thanks of the Board be voted to the Committee 
for the laborious and careful manner in which they have discharged 
the duty imposed upon them." 
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From Part I of this publication it will become evident that it was 
in January, 1905, when I learned for the first time that certain accusa- 
tions and insinuations had been raised against me as a scholar and as a 
man. The gentleman who acted as spokesman for a number of asso- 
ciates was Dr. John P. Peters, of New York. In two documents 
addressed to a member of the Board of Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania (cf. pp. 45-49, above) he had (1) formulated charges 
against me which practically accused me of literary dishonesty 
and deliberate deception of scholars and the public in general. (2) 
He had given expression to the '^ suspicion that there was no such 
library discovered as is claimed." "Do we know that there was any 
such thing?" "Has he [Hilprecht] put or is he putting the University 
in a position where, if charges of fraud are made, it is possible in any 
way to refute them?" (3) He had stated that to his surprise the sub- 
ject matter of his two communications was "already more widely 
known" than he "had supposed," and that "the very worst is be- 
lieved," adding "that a proposition was made to publish this whole 
matter at the meeting of the Archaeological Institute in Boston at the 
end of Christmas week [1904], laying it before the body of scholars 
from all the universities in the country there assembled and publishing 
it in the papers," but that he (Dr. Peters) opposed such a plan, recom- 
mending "that nothing of the sort should be done." (4) He rather 
"urged that the parties concerned should take an entirely different 
course, asking for an investigation on the part of the Trustees" ; that 
"in the interests of the University," "and in the interest of science, 
this matter should receive a full investigation, and one which goes 
beyond the mere asking Prof. Hilprecht about those mistakes," by 
making use of the knowledge and abiUties of three of my assistants, 
namely, Messrs, Fisher, Clay and Ranke, and of another member of the 
Faculty, Prof. Jastrow. "I believe that it must be a thorough and 
searching investigation." (5) "But in the best interest of science, as 
well as of the University, if such an investigation is made, it should 
not be published." "Such pubUcation would be a great scandal and 
would only do injury." "I shall certainly do my very best to prevent 
publication." And closing his docmnent. Dr. Peters stated emphati- 
ally once more: "I am doing everything in my power to prevent it 
from being published, or tp prevent an unfair and unjust judgment 
being made in advance." 

The two documents of Dr. Peters containing these accusations, 
statements and recommendations were placed in my hands, with the 
request to answer them, on January 20, 1905. I returned them four 
days later accompanied by a letter to the Provost (published on pp.- 
9f., above), in which I expressed my desire that the investigation , 
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instead of being carried on secretly, be an open one, and that the 
widest pubUcity be given to its proceedings and results. 

In accordance with Dr. Peters' own desire and proposal and upon 
my urgent repeated request (cf. p. 11, above), the Board of Trustees of 
the University, as the only authoritative body having jurisdiction in 
this case, appointed a Committee of six representative gentlemen out 
of its own midst, "to act as a Court of Inquiry to hear and consider any 
charges which have been made, or may be made, against Prof. Hilprecht, 
and to report their findings to the Board" (cf. pp. 6f., above). In 
seven sessions, lasting nearly twenty-five hours (cf. p. 267, above), 
both the accusers (or, as they preferred to call themselves, the "wit- 
nesses," cf. pp. 142f., 172), and the accused received full opportimity 
to state the different sides of the case under consideration. At the 
same time two well-known experts in cuneiform research testified, 
on the basis of their personal examination of a sufficient number 
of tablets (picked at random out of the excavated collections of the 
University), that I was justified in speaking of the discovery of the 
Temple Library of Nippur (pp. 156f., 167ff., 271). 

Supplemental Statement Concerning Dr. Peters. 

At every meeting during which the testimony against me was 
heard severed of my critics or accusers were present, but though all 
had been invited, no one of them foimd it possible to be present during 
the two days when I answered the charges that had been made 
against me (cf. p. 267). 

These two sessions were held on April 27 (cf. pp. 166ff., above) 
and April 29 (cf. pp. 220ff., above). About the same time* the Ameri- 
can Oriental Society held its annual meeting in Springfield, Mass. 
Dr. Peters, instead of coming to Philadelphia, where he had started a 
conflagration, successfully kept up by means of a lively newspaper 
fusilade during the whole period of the trial and even before it (cf. pp. 
3f., 177f., above), deemed it more profitable for his cause to go to 
Springfield. On April 27, 1905, in a paper entitled "The Nippur 
Library"! he reiterated his previous charges before another body of 
men, even before the accused against whom they*were directed had 
had a chance to submit all the evidence in his own defense before Dr. 
Peters' first-chosen tribunal. He even goes so far as to attempt by 
inuendo and suggestion to mislead the public as to the cause of my 
absence from that meeting of Orientalists; for in a recent open 
letter, addressed to The North American, he wrote as follows (issue of 
February 2, 1908, p. 8, column 2): "The American Oriental Society 
includes all the leading Oriental scholars of this coimtry, with many 

* Cf. Journal of the American Oriental Society, Vol. XXVI, pp. 417-426. 
The meeting commenced April 27, 11 A.M., and lasted till April 28, 4 P.M. 
Dr. Peters' paper was read in the afternoon session of April 27 and discussed 
by Prof. Prince and Dr. Ranke (l,c„ p. 428). 

t Cf. Journal of tJie American Oriental Society, Vol. XXVI, pp. 145-164. 
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of the foreign Orientalists. The paper was announced in advance in 
the usual manner, and almost every scholar interested in the subject, 
except Prof. Hilprecht, was present. The paper was read and discussed 
at the annual meeting of the society and ordered printed and dis- 
tributed to the members." How could I have been present to hear the 
reading of Dr. Peters' paper and enter into discussion thereof when on 
that very day I was of necessity in attendance at a session in Philadel- 
phia of the tribunal which Dr. Peters himself had requested should con- 
sider his charges? 

The proceedings and final verdict of the Committee appointed by 
the University of Pennsylvania and the resolutions adopted by the 
Board of Trustees have been published in the preceding pages. The 
Report of the Committee imanimously exonerating me with the words : 
"And upon the charges against Dr. Hilprecht as a whole, your Com- 
mittee find that they are unsustained and untrue" (p. 271) was 
given in full to the public immediately after its adoption by the Trus- 
tees of the University, end of June, 1905. It was generally thought at 
the time that one of the most unique chapters in the history of Assyri- 
ology was thereby effectively closed forever. 

A strange spectacle soon presented itself to the republic of 
scholars and to the world at large. The same gentleman who "in the 
interest of science" and "in the interests of the University" of Pennsyl- 
vania, "in which" he "was for some time professor and which" had 
"honored" him "by appointments in the past and by a degree" (cf. p. 
49, above), had urged the course of having the Trustees of the Univer- 
sity "as the proper body" to conduct in secret the investigation, started 
a regular newspaper campaign against this very institution, "for whose 
honor" he so earnestly professed he had "a right to be concerned." 
Because the Committee of the Trustees, after a most careful and 
thorough examination of all the evidence submitted, found the accusa- 
tions of Dr. Peters and his associates to be unwarranted and "untrue," 
he denounced the verdict of the court of his own choosing as " a white- 
wash"* and the investigating Committee as a "jury of business men, 
who seemed to regard themselves as a committee of vindication, not 
investigation."! 

One of the new misstatements made by Dr. Peters in his paper on 
"The Nippur Library," p. 155, is placed in its proper light in a foot- 
note (J) on p. 184 of Part I, above. Other accusations and insinuations 
found in the same paper, and intended to throw discredit upon my 
methods and statements, if of a technical and scientific character and 
not yet treated in Part I of the present publication, will be duly 

♦Cf. also the editorial note preceding a review of my book, "Mathe- 
matical, etc., Texts. '* by Prof. George A. Barton, of Bryn Mawr College, in 
the Public Ledger o{ FhiisLdelphio., February 18, 1907: "His [Hilprecht's] ex- 
culpation by a committee of investigation, appointed, at his own request, to 
examine these charges, was regardea by many as a 'whitewash.' " 

tCf. Dr. Peters' open letter to The North American, Februarys, 1908, 
p. 8, column 2. 
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analyzed and reduced to their proper value in my volume: "Model 
Texts and Exercises from the Temple School of Nippur/' part of which 
has been in press for some time. Indeed, this volume would have been 
issued long ago, if my critics and accusers had left me the required time 
and necessary leisure for my scientific investigations. 

There is, however, one other misleading statement contained in 
Dr. Peters' paper which I must analyze briefly in this connection; 
for though it will appear as very clumsy to those acquainted with 
the true facts, it doubtless cannot be regarded in the same way by 
others, unless emphatically contradicted. On p. 151 of the article just 
quoted Dr. Peters writes as follows : 

"He [meaning Hilprecht] regarded the first expedition as a 
failure and a mistake.* Nothing was found and nothing ever 
would be found at Nippur. Writing to me some months after the 
conclusion of our first campaign, October, 1889, he says: 'The 
only good things [discovered by us in the first campaign]! are the 
text of Naram-Sin (three lines) and the astronomical tablet/ 
neither of which, so far as we know, was found in Tablet Hill. 
This is in striking contrast with the declarations regarding the 
results of the first expedition contained in the work above referred 
to (p. 310), J where he speaks of the 'seemingly inexhaustible 
mines' of tablets, 'the large mass' of which 'was written in Old 
Babylonian characters not later than the first dynasty of Babylon, 
about 2000 B.C.' In this description he states that three Ashur- 
etil-ilani tablets 'of unusual historical interest' were discovered 
in Tablet Hill in the first year. They were in fact discovered in 
quite another part of the Nippur moimds (Hill 8 on the plan). 
This is worthy of note as illustrating how in his imagination since 
1900 everything had gravitated towards Tablet Hill and the 
' Library.' "|| 

To this I have to make the following reply : 

1. As stated in Part I, pp. 200f., above. Dr. Peters had divided the 
work between the two Assyriologists of the first expedition in such a 
manner that Dr. Robert Francis Harper was placed in charge of the 
tablets excavated, while I was asked to examine the pottery, coffins and 

*In his *'Nippur," Vol. I, p. 28^ Peters attribiiiedlhit view, whirfr he fe 
pleased to attribute here to me aloiie» to all Ihe members of the first expedi- 
tion : **In general, they all felt that the excavations had not yielded satis- 
factory results, and that Nippur was not a promising site for further work." 

t The seven words in brackets are Dr. Peters' own addition. 

t "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia." 

fDr. Jastrow (in his paper published in the Journal of the American 
Oriental Society, Vol. XXVII, 1906, p. 168) is a little more expressive and 
stronger in his denunciation. He writes: **Dr. Peters has shown in his paper 
[the one from which I quote above} how, in order apparently to justify his 
earlier announcements. Dr. Hilprecht adopted a course for which it is difficult 
to find a suitable term." In another later paper Dr. Jastrow does not seem to 
have had any difficulty tofindJlfhe ** suitable term.'* 
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other objects discovered. The few tablets which I examined carefully 
in the course of that campaign were done through the courtesy or at 
the special request" of Dr. Harper, who occasionally desired my view 
on certain passages of the inscriptions. At the direct request of Dr. 
Peters, I examined only the two inscriptions just referred to by him 
as ''the text of Naram-Sin and the astronomical tablet," which were 
written in the most archaic cuneiform writing, of which I had made a 
specialty. These two objects had been stolen by the Arabs from our 
trenches together with other tablets. According to Dr. Peters' own 
statement (cf., "Nippur," Vol. I, p. 276) all these finds showed the 
characteristic features of the tablets generally found by us in Moimd 
V [where I located the earlier Temple Library], with the excep- 
tion of the brick stamp of Naram-Sin and the astronomical tablet, 
which he regarded "more like the few archaic fragments found on the 
Temple Hill." But these two objects had nothing whatsoever in 
conamon with any "archaic fragment" up to that time "found on the 
Temple Hill." On the contrary, the brick stamp of Naram-Sin was 
the first of its kind ever discovered, and during his second campaign 
Dr. Peters found a similar one in the immediate neighborhood* of the 
trench where we had excavated in "Tablet Hill" during our first 
campaign. With regard to the " astronomical tablet," — I am in a posi- 
tion to state positively that all the early astronomical tablets thus 
far excavated at Nippur by our different expeditions have come ex- 
clusively from "Tablet Hill." As early as 1893, I unhesitatingly 
therefore had assigned the brick stamp of Naram-Sin to the 
Mound of the Temple Library, called by Peters No. V (cf. my 
"Old Babylonian Inscriptions chiefly from Nippur," Part 1, p. 
47). As stated in Part I, pp. 200f., above, "in the last days 
or weeks, partly when we were already besieged by the Arabs 
and in constant dread of their attacks, the tablets came out 
[of 'Tablet Hill'] in such large numbers that we had to pack every- 
thing as we found it." As Dr. Harper's health was not very good at 
that time, I was requested by Dr. Peters to assist in packing the tablets 
in the best way we could. Over 2,000 tablets and fragments being 
gathered, neither I nor Dr. Harper could very well have called "the 
first expedition a failure and a mistake." There is some very obvious 
intention on the part of Dr. Peters in his persistent course of misrepre- 
senting our view with regard to Nippur, to which Dr. Harper already 
took very decided exception when reviewing Dr. Peters' "Nippur" 
in The Biblical Worldy October, 1897, where, on p. 310, he 
writes: "Dr. Peters belittles the results of the first year in order to 
gain more credit for himself during the second. Some of the state- 

naents on p. 288t are absolutely incorrect He has set the pace, 

and it would not be surprising if other members of the expedition told 
their story also." 

♦Cf. his "Nippur," Vol. H, p. 205. 

fCf. p. 278, above, fooinote *, where one of Dr. Peters' statements has 
been quoted. 
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The tablets of the first expedition, as far as they were presented by 
the Sultan to the University of Pennsylvania, did not arrive in Phila- 
delphia before "the close of the year 1891,"* when for the first time I 
had an opportunity to examine critically the tablets allotted to TiSy the rest 
of the cuneiform results remaining in Constantinople, where they 
were examined by me in 1893. While therefore it is true that 
in October, 1889, when I had no knowledge yet of the con- 
tents of the great mass of tablets excavated by us, for reasons 
stated above, I wrote to Dr. Peters, and could write nothing else, "the 
text of Naram-Sin and the astronomical tablet are the only good 
things" among the objects discovered, it is equally true that in 1892, 
when I gained my first real knowledge of the contents of the tablets 
excavated in 1889, and in 1893, when I had examined the others left 
in Constantinople, I knew positively that "the large mass was written 
in Old Babylonian characters not later than the firat dynasty of Baby- 
lon (about 2000 B. C.),"t and that "about foui'-fifths of all the tablets 
were literary," "comprising some very fine syllabaries and lists of 
syTion3rms, letters, mathematical, astronomical and religious texts, 
besides a few specimens of drawing and a considerable number of 
mostly round tablets which must be classified as school exercises." In 
support of my words I call attention to the fact that two mathematical 
tablets from the results of the first expedition have been published 
since in my "Mathematical, Metrological and Chronological Tablets from 
the Temple Library of Nippur," Part 1, 1906, Nos. 20 and 21. J A very 
fine and important syllabary from the first expedition will be published 
in Part 1 of Vol. XXIII, "Syllabaries from the Temple Library of 
Nippur," and quite a number of religious texts from the first expedition 
will appear in Vols. XXVIII and XXIX, "Hymns and Prayers from 
the Temple Library of Nippur," for some time in the course of prepara- 
tion by Drs. Myhrman and Radau, and far enough advanced to secure 
their early publication. As fortunately several hundred of the tablets 
from the first expedition bear a number and the date of their registry, 
written by Dr. Harper in Chinese ink at Nippur, 1889 — among them 
a number of Old Babylonian hymns, in part now on exhibition in the 
University Museum — ^it will be an easy matter for Assyriologists to 
control the correctness of my statement. 

3. What I really said to Dr. Peters with regard to our first year's 
" failure" concerned the two principal buildings partly excavated during 
the first campaign — "the Court of Columns" and "the Temple of Bd." 
Dr. Peters maintained stubbornly that what we had found were real 
Babylonian structures. Cf. his "Nippur," Vol. II, p. 189, where he 

*Cf. my "Old Babylonian Inscriptions chiefly from Nippur,*' 1898, p. 5. 

t Cf. my " Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," pp. 310f. 

JCf. the description of these tablets, p. 60 of the book quoted : "No. 20, 
Obverse : 45 X 1, Reverse : Divisors of 12,960,000 from IJ to 81 with their quo- 
tients, and 50 X 1 written alternately 3 times," and " No. 21, Obverse : 50 X 1> 
Reverse : Divisors of 12,960,000 and 50 x 1, written alternately." 
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vVTote with regard to "the Court of Cohimns'': "We may not unfairly 
presume that this building was erected by the kings of that [Cassite] 
djrnasty somewhere, let us say, between 1450 and 1250 B.C.," and p. 
118: "Certainly the results of our first year's excavations in the 
Temple Hill were not encouraging; nevertheless I was convinced that 
we had found the ancient Temple of Bel" (cf. also p. 127 of his book). 
I, on- the other hand, maintained emphatically from the very beginning 
that the two buildings partly uncovered in the first campaign belonged to 
the Parthian or Hellenistic period, after 250 B.C., and were as un-Baby- 
lonian as they possibly could be. It has become quite fashionable 
among my accusers to speak of "Hilprecht's imaginings," thereby 
insinuating that what I represent in my works as having been stated 
by me as early as 1889 was a result of my later investigations of 1900, 
which, however, I consciously or unconsciously applied to our first 
campaign by way of imagination. It is not always easy for me to 
disprove such statements of my critics, they having all the advantages 
of the accuser, who regards it as his privilege to make any kind of rash 
statement under the garb of so-called "scientific criticism," while I 
am supposed and expected to unearth the necessary evidence with 
which to defend myself after a lapse of nearly twenty years, when Dr. 
Pepper, the two Messrs. Clark and Dr. H. Clay Trumbull and others 
outside of the circle of my accusers, who were intimately acquainted 
with my theories and statements, have been dead for some time. In 
this particular case, however, Dr. Peters himself fortunately furnishes 
all the evidence necessary for my defense: — for long before my own 
history of the Nippur expeditions had been written, he stated at the 
end of his description of the first campaign in his "Nippur," 1897, 
Vol. I, p. 288: "Hilprecht particularly was of the opinion that what- 
ever Nippur might originally have been, all vestiges of the ancient city 
had been destroyed, and that the buildings of which we had found 
remains were of the Sassanian* period" ; and with regard to the "Temple 
of Bel" in his "Nippur," Vol. II, p. 118: "One of our Assyriologists 
[meaning Hilprecht] reached the conclusion that the ruins we had 
found were those of a fortress of the Sassanian* period, built on the 
site of the ancient temple ; and at the close of the first year I suppose 
that the majority of the members of the Expedition inclined to this 
opinion." For Peters' own sake, I am sorry that he afterwards found 
it necessary to disregard my theories of 1889, which have long ceased to 
be theories and have become well-established facts, accepted according 
to my knowledge by all the leading authorities, including such eminent 
classical scholars as the late Prof. Furtwangler of Munich,! Dr. 
Dorpfeld of Athens and Prof. Allan Marquand of Princeton University 
(cf. p. 227, above). Surely in these two cases all the sober facts were 

*Cf. my ** Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," p. 337, footnote 1, 
where I state: **He [Dr. Peters] reproduces my view correctly, except that 
he substitutes Sassanian for Parthian, owing lo his frequently indiscriminate 
use of the two words (comp. p. 129 of the same work)." 

f Ct. my '* Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," p. 366. 

19 
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on my side and the "imaginings" with Dr. Peters (cf. p. 253, above), 
and let us not forget to add, with Prof. Jastrow and Mr. Fisher. 
With regard to the rooms of the Parthian fortress erected on the ruins 
of the Bel Temple Prof. Jastrow wrote in his "Religion of Assyria and 
Babylonia," 1898, p. 625 : "There can be no doubt that the structures of 
various size found around the zikkurat at Nippur served as dwellings 
for the priests and temple attendants, as stalls for the temple cattle, as 
shops for the manufacture and sale of votive objects and the like," and 
who declared the other Parthian building known as "the Court of Col- 
umns," regarded as " Mycenean" by Mr. Fisher, as "characteristic of 
the architecture of Babylonia," and "used in connection with the 
cult of some deity worshiped at Nippur" (Z.c, p. 623). Perhaps, 
if Dr. Peters strains his memory a little, he may still recollect that 
what I stated as my first theory concerning the probable site of "The 
Temple Library" in my "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," 
pp. 306ff., 309f. (cf. also pp. 200f., above), is a fact pure and simple, 
actually occurring at Nippur, Sunday, February 10, 1889, after 7 P.M., 
only temporarily "forgotten" by Dr. Peters. 

4. Dr. Peters states that the three Ashur-etil-ilani tablets (which 
I had described as "being dated in the second and fourth year" of that 
king, and therefore " of unusual historical interest"), were not discovered 
in "Tablet Hill," "the only one from which," according to Dr. Peters' 
own statement ("Nippur," Vol. II, p. 197), "during the first year we 
took any antiquities of value," but that they "were discovered in 
quite another pait of the Nippur mounds (Hill 8 on the plan)." This 
assertion is in direct contradiction of his own statement in "Nippur," 
Vol. II, just quoted by me. Moreover, the only tablet of King 
Ashur-etil-ilani mentioned by him in his "Nippur," Vol. II, p. 207, 
as having been found in Hill VIII, he ascribes to "the sixth year of 
this ruler," while the three tablets referred to by me belong to "the 
second and fourth year" of Ashur-etil-ilani. 



Supplemental Statement Concerning Dr. Jastrow, 

The next to renew his attacks upon me in the Journal of the 
American Oriental Society, Vol. XXVII, 1906, pp. 147ff., was Prof. 
Jastrow, the most voluminous of my critics, who condenmed my 
methods as " unscholarly and unworthy" and my statements as false, 
and in many other ways attempted to discredit my writings. 

In support of what I have said about Dr. Jastrow's method, mis- 
statements and general ways of working, I will now quote a few sen- 
tences from his statements made before the Investigating Conmiittee 
(pp. 8f.; 22-28; 105-120) and from his article, "Did the Babylonian 
Temples have Libraries?" published in the Journal of the American 
Oriental Society, Vol. XXVII, 1906, pp. 147-182, just quoted. I 
confine myself intentionally to such points as were not fully treated 
by the Court of Inquiry. 
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1. On p. 155 of the last mentioned article he writes: "It 
appears that in January and February, 1900, Haynes struck a 
rich vein of tablets within the precincts of the Bel Temple, at the 
same locality where already in the first and second campaigns 
Peters had found several thousand tablets." In a footnote Dr. 
Jastrow adds: "The locality in question is designated by him 
[Dr. Peters] ^Tablet HUr or Mound No. V." 

To this I have to reply as follows : The locality in question, the 
so-called "Tablet Hill," designated by me as the mound of the earlier 
Temple Library or the Temple Library of Nippur par excellence, is tri- 
angidar in shape and represents the most southern hill of Nippur, on 
the eastern side of the Shatt-en-Nil. Dr. Jastrow characterizes this 
"locality" as lying "within the precincts of the Bel Temple." As a 
matter of fact, this mound has nothing whatsoever to do with the 
precincts of the Temple of Bel. On the contrary, it is separated from 
the temple complex (which was surrounded by an inner and outer 
wall*) by a very marked and wide depression, probably representing 
the bed of an ancient canal.t This requires no further proof. Any 
one taking a glance at the ruiiis of Nuffar published in my "Old Baby- 
lonian Inscriptions," Part 1 (1893), PI. XV; in Peters' "Nippur," 
Vol. II (1897), on the plate facing p. 194; in my " Excavations in Assyria 
and Babylonia" (1903), p. 305, and especially in Geere, "By Nile and 
Euphrates" (1904), the plate facing p. 145, can judge for himself. Dr. 
Jastrow quietly smuggles the important words, "within the precincts 
of the Bel Temple" — contrary to all the evidence before him J — into his 
statement, in order to make his queer definitions of a temple library, 
a temple school, or a temple archive (cf . below) appear plausible to the 
uninitiated reader. 

2. In this connection I quote from the same article of Dr. 
Jastrow, p. 156, footnote 3, where he says: "Even in 1900, 
although the 'Scientific Director of the Expedition,' he [i.e., 
Hilprecht] did not direct Haynes to dig on the site. Haynes 
struck the rich vein by accident." 

To this I have to reply : In a letter of June 12, 1900, recently dis- 
covered among old papers, Mr. E. W. Clark, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Fourth Expedition, wrote to me to Constantinople : " You 
will perhaps be interested in reading a copy of the instructions we 

♦Cf. my "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia/' pp. 480ff., and espe- 
cially p. 60«. Of. also Part I, p. 251 (Section 5), above. 

fThe very pronounced *' chemin tres large'* (Scheil) surrounding the 
Temple of Sippar at its northeast and southeast sides possibly also represents 
such an ancient canal bed. 

(Dr. Peiera himself describes this triangular hill clearly as situated 
"opposite the temple.** Cf. "Nippur,** Vol. 11, p. 197 
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jointly sent to Haynes, at the end of December, 1898. This is the only 
instructions we sent jointly, and I sent none myself, but it is probable 
that I mentioned in some of my letters that we were anxious to have 
him excavate 'exportable finds.' The instructions for his guidance 
were signed by both of us, and I do not find in those enclosed any 
authority for the kind of work he did about the Temple area. . As a 
matter of justice to our subscribers, and as a preliminary to the col- 
lection of a new fund, we ought to send to them a condensed report of 
the work of the past year. If you can find time before your return 
to draft such a report, you will confer a favor upon me and do a good 
service to the cause of the Nippur work." This report, requested by 
and submitted to Mr. Clark, is published on pp. 250ff., above, with 
my plan of excavations, prepared before Haynes' departure for Nippur. 
Cf. also my "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," pp. 429-432, 
particularly pp. 430f., where the instructions sent to Dr. Haynes in 
writing by Mr. Clark and myself are clearly specified. I may further 
add that, in reply to a recent request sent to Mr. Valentine Geere, our 
chief architect of the fourth expedition, to inform me if he had any 
knowledge of oral or written instructions given to Dr. Haynes for his 
excavations at Nippur, 1899 to 1900, Mr. Geere sent me the following 
two statements: (a) In a letter dated "Southampton, February 14, 
1908," he writes: "I can clearly remember that when he [Dr. Haynes] 
commenced work at the old wall and * Tablet Hill' he himself'^ said to 
me that he was doing it in strict accordance with instructions given him 
by Mr, Clark and yourself y^ and that you* (Mr. Clark and yourself) 
'expected a great find of tablets in "Tablet Hill," ' or words to that 
effect. My recollection of this is perfectly clear* The conversation 
took place near the *old wall'; and Dr. Haynes took a paper from his 
pocket and consulted it — for the wording apparently — as he spoke to 
me. His manner was worried, and he did not speak as if he expected 
to find your beliefs justified. In fact, he seemed to be apologizing to 
himself (or seeking to justify himself, so to say) for putting the men on 
to work that (he thought) would be productive of no good." (6) In a 
further statement sent by Mr. Geere from "Wimbledon, England, 
February 24, 1908," with regard to my conversation with Dr. Haynes 
on the occasion when Mr. and Mrs. Haynes and Mr.-Geeref met me on 
board the North German Lloyd steamer at Southampton, October 8, 
1898, for final instructions (cf. p. 199, above), he writes: "I remember 
quite clearly also that Dr. Hilprecht gave Mr. Haynes very definite 
instructions with regard to the excavating that was to be done at 
Nippur before he (Dr. Hilprecht) came out. I cannot remember pre- 
cisely what those instructions were; but I do distinctly recollect that 
they were precise as to what parts of the site w^re to be excavated, 
what amount of time (approximately) was to be given to each portion, 



♦All the words printed in italics are underscored by Mr. Geere. 

f I do not remember whether Mr. Fisher took part in this conversation. 
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and so forth. And I came away from the interview with the impres- 
sion that Mr. Haynes was closely bound down in these matters." 

Contrary to Dr. Jastrow's so-called "facts," and in view of all the 
evidence presented, I must insist that / am responsible for the discovery 
of "The Temple Library of Nippur" in December, 1899, and January 
and February, 1900. 

• 3. But Dr. Jastrow asks in the same note (Journal of the 
American Oriental Society, Vol. XXVII, p. 156, footnote 3): 
"Since Hilprecht claims in all three publications above referred 
to that he had concluded already in 1889 that Moimd 5 was the 
site of the ' Library,' the question naturally arises why, with hymns, 
etc., turning up in 1889 or 1890, he should not then have announced 
or at least suggested his view? With so definite a conviction in 
his mind, it seems strange that he should have allowed the site 
to remain untouched for ten years." 

To this I have to reply, (a) Compare my answer to Dr. Peters on 
pp. 278f ., above : Dr. Harper was in charge of the tablets during the first 
expedition. I examined the tablets only long after the end of the 
second expedition, over which I had no control, as I was not even a 
member of it. (b) But indeed I suggested Mound V as the probable 
site of the Temple Library to Dr. Peters as early as February 10, 1889 
(cf. pp. 200f ., above), only Dr. Peters has " forgotten" this Uttle transac- 
tion. Dr. Jastrow, referring to this (Part I, p. 120, above), tries to 
ridicule me by saying: "It must be remembered that up to that time 
Dr. Hilprecht had never seen a mound, was only twenty-eight years 
of age [29 J would haye been more correct], and had published nothing 
on Assyrian subjects beyond a thesis and perhaps an article or two." 
And yet this same young man of "28 years of age," who "had never 
seen a mound," recognized at once — as proved by Dr. Peters' own 
writings (cf. p. 281, above) — that a huge Parthian fortress covered the 
ruins of the Temple of Bel, and that the palace described by Dr. Peters 
ais Cassite (about 1350 B.C.) and by Mr. Fisher even as "Mycenean'' 
(cf, p. 227, above) was not Babylonian at all, but belonged to the 
BfeUenistic period, about 250 B.C. or later. The real fact was, Dr. 
Peters did not appreciate the advice of his Assyriologists very much, 
arid though the first remains of the Temple Library were discovered 
lis o^fly as February, 1889, both Dr. Peters and Dr. Jastrow continue 
to fight against this indisputable fact (a good many of the tablets being 
in our possession) even after the bulk of the Library has been discovered 
$ince 1900 at the place where I sought it. I can only explain this strange 
phenomenon on the assumption that neither of them would recognize a 
Babylonian Temple Library even if he saw it. (c) Dr. Jastrow's 
statement: "It seems strange that he [Hilprecht] should have allowed 
the site to remain untouched for ten years" is calculated to mislead the 
reader; for, as a fact, the University excavated at Nippur less than 
five years during all its expeditions, and only about four years out of 
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the "ten years" referred to by Dr. Jastrow.* Therefore, if I had had 
the power to interfere, I could have allowed the site to remain untouched 
only for four years. But the truth of the matter is, I had nothing to 
do with the devising of the plan of work for the third expedition. Dr. 
Peters states himself in "Nippur,'' Vol. II, pp. 370f.: "Dr. Williams, 
like myself, warmly advocated the dispatch of another Expedition 
under Haynes. In the spring of 1892 Dr. Pepper took the matter up, 
the money was raised, and a new expedition decided upon." .... "Ar- 
rangements with Haynes were finally made at a meeting at Dr. Pepper's 
house in Newport, between Dr. Pepper, Mr. Clark, Mr. Haynes and 
myself." .... "And I was left to draw up with Haynes the plan of 
work and to draft general instructions for the conduct of the excava- 
tions." This plan, described by Dr. Peters at the passage quoted, did 
not include excavations at "Tablet HUl." All that was required of me 
was "to prepare a list of all the known Babylonian kings and pcUesis 
in cuneiform wTiting, with an accurate reproduction of the palaeo- 
graphical peculiarities of the Nuffar inscriptions, and to write down such 
additional hints as might enable Haynes to find and to identify the 
names of the principal rulers on the different monuments.^' f ^ 
addition to this, my help was solicited in raising the necessary funds for 
the excavations, for which Dr. Pepper, Mr. E. W. Clark and Dr. Talcott 
Williams did such splendid work. Not before the spring of 1895,J 
when one day Mr. E. W. Clark came to my house, requesting me to take 
charge of the scientific management of the expedition, could I think of 
giving any advice. From that time we ti^ed to the best of our ability to 
remedy past mistakes and increase Haynes' usefulness in the field, as 
has been sufficiently set forth on pp. 358ff . of my "Excavations in Assyria 
and Babylonia," and in Geere's "By Nile and Euphrates" (Edinburgh, 

*A8 early as 1896, le., immediately after the cIobc of the third expedi- 
tion, I published the exact dates of operations of the first three expeditions and 
the names of the gentlemen accompanying them in my "Old Babylonian 
Inscriptions," pp. 8f. And yet in 1905 Dr. Jastrow makes the malicioas 
insinuation (Parti, pp. 112flf., above) that wrong "impressions** have been 
gained from me and my publications as to the time I spent at Nippur. Is it 
really possible that Dr. Jastrow has the courage to hold me responsible for 
erroneous statements made in alleged newspaper interviews which never took 
place, or for wrong impressions gained by persons who only read brief sum- 
maries sent by me from the field and afterwards edited and provided with 
headings in Philadelphia (like the article in Sunday School Times, May 6, 1900, 
criticised by Dr. Jastrow above, Part I, pp. UllT.), or who only read extracts 
from my book, like the article in the Sunday School Time$ of February 14, 
1908, referred to by Dr. Jastrow in a most misleading manner in Part I, pp. 
Il8f . above, notwithstanding the very explicit statement by the Editor of the 
Sunday bchool Times: "As editorially announced last week, this article is 
from Prof. Hilprecht's forthcoming book, 'Explorations in Bible Lands' "? I 
surely have a right to expect that the whole of my official publications on the 
Babylonian Expedition form the principal basis for any judgment or criticism 
concerning my work and activity at Nippur. 

t Cf. iny "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," p. 346. 

jCf. my "Excavations," pp. 858f., p. 429, and Peters, in the Journal of 
the American Oriental Society, Vol. XXVI, 1905, p. 161 : " Some time in 1895 
Dr. Ililprecht succeeded me in the direction of the excavations." 
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1904), pp. Iff.; cf. especially pp. 175ff. But even then we had to 
accept the situation as we found it, and could not think of starting 
excavations at a hill scarcely* touched by Dr. Haynes in the third expedi- 
tion. As soon, however, as I was requested by Mr. Clark to organize 
the fourth expedition in accordance with my own plans, "Tablet Hill" 
was no longer allowed "to remain untouched for ten years." 

4. On p. 155, footnote 2 of his article published in the Jourrwil 
of the American Oriental Society, Dr. Jastrow again writes: "Ac- 
cording to Hilprecht (see below, p. 156) there were some literary 
tablets found by Peters on ^Tablet Hiir in 1889-90, but this is 
questioned by the latter." To this statement add the closing lines 
from p. 156 just referred to by Dr. Jastrow in parentheses: "Ac- 
cording to Dr. Peters ('Nippur,' Vol. II, pp. 197-200), the tablets 
f oimd on the ' Library ' site (or mound 5) in the first two campaigns 
(1889-90) were *of the ordinary so-called contract variety, trans- 
actions of barter, sale, and the like.' If Dr. Hilprecht is to be 
trusted {Explorations , etc., p. 511), there were, however, among 
the tablets so found — some 4,000 in all, so far as can be ascertained 
— also a few fragments of neo-Babylonian hymns, letters and 
syllabaries." 

To this I have to reply, that by giving only part of my words Dr. 
Jastrow succeeds excellently in misrepresenting me completely, and 
that his statements are an insult to the critical ability of modern 
Assyriologists, and especially to American Orientalisfe, who were sup- 
posed "to swallow" what he stated at their meeting as "facts" without 
examining into the case. I^et us analyze Dr. Jastrow's statement 
under the microscope of "veracity," of the lack of which I stand accused. 
The result is amazing and unique, (a) On p. 511 of my book quoted 
by Dr. Jastrow I say literally: "More than four thousand cuneiform 
tablets had been discovered in the upper twenty feet of accumulated 
debris at Mound IV [my later designation for Mound V or * Tablet 
Hill'] during our excavations of 1889 and 1890 (comp. pp. 309ff. and 
341f.). They included several himdred contract tablets and temple 
lists written at the time of the Assyrian, Chaldean and Persian rulers 
(about 700-400 B.C.), a few fragments of neo-Babylonian hymns, let- 
ters and syllabaries, a considerable number of business documents, dated 
in the reigns of the kings of the first dynasty of Babylon (about 2300- 
2100 B.C.), and more than twenty-five hundred literary fragments 
of the third pre-Christian millennium, generally half effaced or otherwise 

* In March, 1900, Dr. Haynes told me at Nippur, that in the course of the 
third expedition for about a fortnight he ran a few trenches into the northern 
part of ** Tablet Hill," which he did not report to the Committee as being too 
insignificant. He reported this to me in response to my statement made to 
him that among the results of the third expedition I had seen a few tablets 
and other objects similar to the about 200 which he had reserved for my 
inspection from the antiquities discovered in *' Tablet Hill" between Decem- 
ber, 1899, and February, 1900. 
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damaged/' On pp. 310f. and 341f . referred to in my quotation, I state 
as follows: On pp. 310f., with regard to the first expedition, "Mound 
IV ['Tablet Hill'] had yielded more than two thousand cimeiform 

inscriptions from its seemingly inexhaustible mines The large 

mass was written in Old Babylonian characters not later than the first 
dynasty of Babylon (about 2,000 B.C.), but less than one himdred 
tablets gathered in the upper strata were so-called neo-Babylonian 
contracts But the earlier inscriptions, though as a rule very- 
fragmentary, were of even greater significance They consisted 

of business documents referring to the registry of tithes and to the 
administration of the temple property, and of tablets of a decided 
literary character, comprising some very fine syllabaries and lists of 
synonyms, letters, mathematical, astronomical, medical and religious 
texts, besides a few specimens of drawing and a considerable nimiber of 

mostly round tablets which must be classified as school exercises 

As about four-fifths of all the tablets were literary, there could no 
longer be any doubt that we were not far from the famous temple 
library, unless indeed we already were working in its very ruins." 
With regard to the results of Dr. Peters' second expedition I write on 
p. 341 of my "Explorations": "Above all, he most naturally had 
directed his attention to the triangular mound (IV) [i.e., 'Tablet Hill'] 
to the south of the temple, which had )delded almost all the tablets 
obtained by the first expedition. He now ' riddled it with trenches 
everywhere' and without difficulty secured about 2,000 tablets 
more of the same general type as those discovered previously — business 
documents, school exercises, and numerous tablets of a strictly scien- 
tific or literary character, especially astronomical, mathematical and 
medical." 

"According to Hilprecht," therefore, there were not "some literary 
tablets" found by Peters on "Tablet Hill" in 1889-90, but "more than 
2,500 literary fragments of the third pre-Christian millennium" and, 
"if Dr. Hilprecht is to be trusted," "a few fragments of neo-Babylonian 
hymns, letters and syllabaries." In other words. Dr. Jastrow, declaring 
the mass of these tablets to be contracts, with some literary tablets 
among them, states precisely the opposite of what I have said, at the 
same time casting doubt upon my ability and trustworthiness as an 
Assyriologist, and all this long after leading Assyriologists and Oriental 
historians all over the world had pronounced their verdict on my work, 
as partly quoted in Part I, pp. 179ff., above, (b) But the correctness 
of my analysis of these texts "is questioned" by Dr. Peters, according 
to whom "the tablets found on the * Library' site (or Mound 5) in the 
first two campaigns (1889-90) were *of the ordinary so-called contract 
variety, transactions of barter, sale, and the like.' " Dr. Peters is an 
excellent Hebrew scholar and has also furnished a handsome con- 
tribution to the exploration of Babylonia, but he surely does not 
regard himself nor is he regarded by others as an Assyriologist who de- 
ciphers original cuneiform tablets. See his own statement above, Part I, 
p. 59, with regard to this. Moreover, he himself graciously acknowl- 
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edges in his "Nippur/' Vol. II, p. 171, his "indebtedness to Prof. 
Hilprecht, whose transcriptions of Babylonian proper names I have 
generally followed in this and other chapters, as well as his chronology. 
For the translations of inscriptions in this volume I am also in general 
indebted to him." I leave it therefore gladly to Assyriologists to 
decide for themselves as to which of us two can be "trusted," to use 
Dr. Jastrow's expression, with regard to determining the contents of 
old-Babylonian inscriptions, (c) But let us put aside these personal 
issues unnecessarily raised by Dr. Jastrow between Dr. Peters and 
myself on this point. As stated above (p. 280) , there are a large number 
of hymns and syllabaries and other literary and scientific texts from 
the first and second expeditions in our Museum at Philadelphia and 
others in Constantinople. I invite every Assyriologist to come here 
and judge for himself. I will place before him, from the results of our 
excavations in "Tablet Hill" during our first two expeditions, at least 
275 religious texts of various kinds, such as Sumerian hymns and 
prayers addressed to the gods Enlil, NIN-IB, Sin of Ur, Shamash, 
Dagan, Ishtar of Erech (for the greater part now in the course of 
preparation for pubUcation by Drs. Myhrman and Radau, cf. Appen- 
dix C, below), omens, exorcisms, a new fragment of the Deluge 
tablet, etc. ; at least 300 fragments of syllabaries, sign lists, synonym 
lists, word lists of plants and objects made of wood, fishes, rivers, 
countries, temples, professional and personal names ; a good number of 
astronomical, mathematical, metrological, chronological, historical texts, 
proverbs, drawings, etc. — all from "Tablet Hill." As to the collections 
of the first two years from "Tablet Hill" preserved in the Imperial 
Ottoman Museum, it wiU suffice to quote from Scheil's publications, 
e.g. J No. 341, a "lamentation about Babylon" (^* Complainte sur Baby- 
lone''); No. 356, "probably part of a legend"; No. 12, a proverb as to 
"the infirmities of old age"; No. 583, a medical text, according to a 
letter from Baron Dr. Oefele to the writer, containing "prescriptions for 
the cure of scabies'' ; a text of a "prophetic nature" {texte de nature 
proph£tique, dans le sens large du mot), a syllabary giving various com- 
positions with MU, "year," etc., etc. I invite particularly Prof. Harper, 
of the University of Chicago, to come to our Museum and identify his 
own handwriting, numbers and entry marks on Sumerian hymns and 
other " literary " and "scientific " tablets of the first expedition. Surely, 
all my claims and assertions can be easily verified, or effectively rejected 
and disposed of forever, by any expert in the Sumerian language who 
has some f aciUty in reading early Babylonian cuneiform inscriptions of 
the third pre-Christian millennium from original clay tablets. 

5. Dr. Jasttow further states on p. 155 of the same article: 
"As at Abu Habba (or Sippar), the mass of tablets found by 
Messrs. Peters and Haynes within the temple precinct are business 
documents, and just as at Abu Habba, the Hammurabi and the 
neo-Babylonian and Persian periods appear to be the ones chiefly 
represented." And on p. 160 : " It is, probably, perfectly safe to con- 
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elude that the bulk of 17,200 tablets unearthed by Haynes will turn 
out to be documents of a business character, precisely as is the case 
with the bulk of the circa 4,000 tablets found in the same locality 
in 1889-90." Add to this what Dr. Jastrow stated before the 
Committee of Investigation, in Part I, p. 119, above: "Dr. Hil- 
precht, describing the discovery of 60,000 inscribed clay tablets 
at Abu Habba (or Sippar), gives an illustration of the way in 
which the discoveries at Nippur during the fourth expedition 
should* have been described. Apparently the finds at Nippur are 
just of the same character as those of Abu Habba, that is, 'for the 
greater part these documents are of a business character, referring 
to the administration of the temple and its property,' etc. '' 

To this I have to reply: (a) To the best of my knowledge. Dr. 
Jastrow has never been at Nippin*, nor has he ever examined a tablet 
of the fourth expedition, except those which I interpreted during my 
lecture before the Philosophical Society of Philadelphia, March 3, 1905, 
(as to which Dr. Jastrow at once attempted to create suspicion before 
the Committee, cf.Part I, p. 28, above), and except those submitted by 
me at all the Committee meetings during my trial, which, however, as 
far as I can remember. Dr. Jastrow never took into his hands. And 
yet this gentleman dares to state as a fact, before the Oriental Society of 
America, that these tablets "are business documents." (6) As stated 
above (p. 283), these tablets were not found "within the temple pre- 
cinct," as Dr. Jastrow asserts, but entirely outside of it in "Tablet 
Hill." (c) The large mass of the tablets excavated from this mound 
belong to the period prior to Hammurabi's ascension to the throne of 
Babylon, as clearly stated in my "Excavations in Assyria and Baby- 
lonia," p. 513, and more particularly "to the period of the first dynasty 
of Isin," as published in my "Mathematical, Metrological and Qirono- 
logical Tablets from the Temple Library," p. 10. And yet Dr. Jastrow, 
who has not seen the tablets, informs the Orientalists that "the Ham- 
murabi and the neo-Babylonian and Persian periods" are "the ones 
chiefly represented." We see again, nearly every statement made by 
Dr. Jastrow in the sentences quoted above is wrong and in direct 
contrast with the facts ascertained. 

6. In Part I, p. 25, above. Dr. Jastrow, in giving us his view 
as to the value of a chemical and microscopical analysis of Baby- 
lonian clay, and therefore distinctly referring to conditions in 
ancient Babylonia, makes the startling statement, which he evi- 
dently regards as carrying great weight with non-Assyriologista: 
"Clay in ancient as in modern times was an article of merchan- 
dise and could be shipped from one place to another." 

Imagine clay an article of merchandise in ancient Babylonia, 
shipped from one place to another, in view of the fact that the whole of 

'^ Underscored by Dr. Jastrow himself. 
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Babylonia is alluvial soil, consisting of that very clay of which all 
Babylonian tablets and bricks are made I 

7. On the same p. 25 in Part I, above, Dr. Jastrow writes : 
"Dr. Hilprecht's definition of a Temple Library differs in toto 
from that recognized by scholars in general, and when there 
exists a consensus of opinion on a subject it devolves upon the one 
who deviates from this consensus to give valid reasons for doing 
so. A Temple Library implies primarily a collection of tablets 
of a literary character — incantations, omens, prayers, legends, 
epics and myths, to which may be added medical and astronomical 
texts found within the Temple precincts." 

To this I have to reply: (a) The only "definition" of a Babylon- 
ian Temple Library previous to Dr. Jastrow's statement just quoted, 
as far as I know, was given in my '^Excavations in Assyria 
and Babylonia," pp. 524flf., and in the German and English editions 
of my lecture, pp. 53 and 47 respectively, where I said: "The library 
with the priest-school of the third millennium was divided into two 
separate sections, the one purely practical, for business purposes 
situated on the canal, and the other for religious and scientific purposes 
near the entrance to the temple." Dr. Jastrow, therefore, in speak- 
ing of my "definition" as "differing in toto from that recognized by 
scholars in general" and contrasting it with the "consensus of opinion" 
on the question of a temple library, must necessarily refer to his own 
definition as that "recognized by scholars in general," thereby assum- 
ing that he represents Assyriology par excellence (V Assyriologie c^est moiy 
as the French would say), and for this reason can claim that " consensus 
of opinion" which he plays out against me, and which in reaUty does 
not exist. (6) Dr. Jastrow will &id "valid reasons" for the correct- 
ness of my "definition" of a temple library in my volimie in press, 
referred to above, p. 278 ("Model Texts and Exercises from the Temple 
School of Nippur"), and, furthermore, he will find evidence there to 
prove that Ashurbanapal's famous library in Nineveh in all essential 
details, both as to contents and form, was modeled after a Babylonian 
temple Ubrary, and therefore, like the latter, comprised a "library 
proper" and "a business and administrative department" or an 
archive. This twofold division of AshurbanapaFs library becomes 
evident from a mere glance at Prof. Bezold's Catalogue, Vol. IV, pp. 
xiiiflf., where among other interesting things the "Kouyunjik Collec- 
tion," which "represents the greater part of the contents of the Royal 
Library," is described as containing "so-called case tablets" (p. xv), 
contract tablets (p. xxi), letters with and without envelopes, i.e., 
despatches, reports, and the like (pp. xixf.). That this business sec- 
tion or archive of AshurbanapaFs library* was not very small becomes 
evident from the eight volumes of letters from this collection already 
published by Prof. R. F. Harper ; from the two volumes of Thompson's 
"Reports of the Magicians and Astrologers of Nineveh and Babylon"; 
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from Johns' "Assyrian Doomsday Book or Liber censualis of the 
district of Harran/' and from the same author's three volumes of 
"Assyrian Deeds and Documents." Indeed we have a statement 
from Prof. Jastrow himself as to the enormous extent of what I style 
the "business archive" in Ashurbanapal's library. He says {American 
Journal of Oriental Langitages, Vol. XXVII, p. 175) : "Included in the 
somewhat over 20,000 tablets are over 2,700 tablets and fragments — 
or about one-eighth — comprising letters of Assyrian kings and their 

officials There are about 800 Assyrian business docimaents and about 

600 astrological and astronomical reports to Ass3rrian rulers." Other 
tablets of this collection must also be classified as business documents, so 
that we can state with safety that about one-fifth to a fourth of the 
so-called "library" of Ashurbanapal consists of business documents 
pure and simple. This is the reason why I had no objection to Dr. 
Clay's proposal of calling his volume on business documents of the 
Cassite period, "Administrative Archives from the Temple Library 
of Nippur at the Time of the Cassite Rulers," afterwards changed by 
him. Cf . Part I, p. 234, above. According to modern ideas, we should 
therefore, strictly speaking, use two words, "library" and "business 
archives," as I have introduced in all my publications referred to above, 
to properly characterize such collections of tablets as were preserved 
in connection with Babylonian temples and in the Library of Ashur- 
banapal modeled after them. But since Assyriologists have been 
accustomed to call AshurbanapaPs collection inaccurately his "library," 
in view of its principal contents — "literary" (or better "religious") and 
"scientific," according to Assyrian and Babylonian conceptions — I 
have conformed to this generally recognized* Assyriological terminology 
and transferred the word "library" from the Library of Ashurbanapal 
to the similar but much earUer collection of tablets established by 
priests of the Temple of Nippur, calling it a "Temple Library" with the 
same right as we speak of Ashurbanapal's collection as a "Ubrary." The 
Babylonians themselves called the house containing a library and 
archive combined by the more comprehensive name "tablet house" 
(hit tuppdni), i.e., a "book-house," according to our own language. 
This term, however, would be too general in English, as it may also be 
applied to a place where books are stored for sale, i.e., a "bookstore." 

*Cf. Un^nad in Zeitschrift der Deutschen MorgenldndUchen GesellscJi/jft, 
Vol. LXI (1907), p. 705 In his article in The American Journal of Oriental 
Languages, Vol. XXVII, p. 148, Jastrow states: **The designation * Ashur- 
banapai's Library ' has therefore become a general one for this royal collection 
of tablets— and properly so," and on p. 170 of the same paper: "Such a collec- 
tion as was gathered by king Ashurbanapal in his palace at Nineveh, which 
is the only collection so far lound in Mesopotamia that merits the name of a 
library, in the sense in which that term is ordinarily understood. At all events, 
the term, having been preempted by the general consensus of Assyriologists for 
Ashurbanapal's collection, we have no right to apply it to what has been 
found in Babylonian temples, as long as no actual evidence is at hand for the 
existence of an extenaioe literary collection of a similar character in any of 
them." 
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(c) Dr. Jastrow is wrong in assuming that such a "collection of tab- 
lets/' in order to be a temple library, must be found "within the 
temple precincts." For the only temple library thus far excavated, 
like the "temple archives" and the "temple schools" (cf. Nos. 8 and 
9, below), was not found "within the temple precincts." (d) Dr. 
Jastrow again is wrong in confining the contents of a temple Ubrary 
to "primarily tablets of a literary character," and especially to what 
he regards as "Uterary." Such a limitation is contrary to the facts 
known from the Temple Library of Nippur, and equally contrary to the 
facts known from the Library of Ashurbanapal, representing as it does 
precisely the same subjects as the Temple Library of Nippur. More 
on this point, see under No. 10, below. 

8. Again, in Part I, p. 25, above. Dr. Jastrow says: "The 
temples in large centres of Babylonia were also commercial 
institutions on a larger or smaller scale, and hence there existed 
in these temple archives, comprising business documents, and 
when they are found in a temple and deal with temple affairs they 
are also called temple documents; but nobody would think of 
calling such documents a Temple Library. For example, at 
Telloh a large collection of such temple documents was found a 
number of years ago by the French expedition under de Sarzec." 

To this I have to reply : Dr. Jastrow's definition of a temple archive 
is wrong. It is by no means necessary that business archives are found 
"in a temple" to make them "temple archives." The only two temple 
archives discovered of which we have a clear record are those excavated 
at Nippur and at Tello. Neither of them was found in the temple, but 
far away from it. The two temple archives discovered at Nippur 
in connection with the two corresponding temple libraries proper are (a) 
an earlier smaller one, comprising scarcely 2,000 business documents, 
which was found in "Tablet Hill," and (b) a later very large one of the 
Cafisite period, which was unearthed in Mound X on the western side 
of the Shatt-en-Nil. The large temple archives of Telloh, on the other 
hand, were discovered by de Sarzec in a hill known as " Tell des Tab- 
lettes/^ more than 500 yards to the southeast of the " Tdl du Palais,^* 
which contains the remains of the Temple of Nin-GIR-SU, and separ- 
ated from the latter by the "TeZZ de la Maison des Fruits/^ containing 
the storehouses, granaries and the like of the ancient kings of Lagash, 
situated about half-way between the ancient temple and the temple 
archive.* 

9. In Part I, p. 26, above. Dr. Jastrow states : "Again, in the 
temples were situated schools for the education of aspirants to 
knowledge (which was largely confined to priests), and documents 

*Cf. Keuzey in JRevue d* A ssyriologie et d' Areheologie Orientale, Vol. Ill 
(1893), p. 66, and the plan attached to Captain Cros' article in the same 
journal, Vol. VI (19C4), opposite p. 16. 
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found in that part of the temple devoted to instruction cover 
writing exercises, syllabaries, sign lists, mathematical tablets and 
the like. In the Temple at Sippar a collection of such documents 
was found by Prof. Scheil (the first publisher of the Hammurabi 
Code), and in his work on the excavations at Sippar, entitled 
'line Saison de Fouilles,' Cairo, 1903 [it was published 1902!], 
he speaks of these documents in a chapter which he properly 
calls 'L'Ecole de Sippar' CThe School of Sippar')." 

In connection with this should be mentioned Dr. Jastrow's 
words in the Journal of the American Oriental Society, Vol.XXVII, 
p. 160: "Haynes also appears to have struck the portion of the ar- 
chive containing the outfit of the temple school — ^writing exercises, 
syllabaries, multiplication tables and the like." On p. 169 of the 
same paper Dr. Jastrow adds as one of his "conclusions," "based 
on the results obtained up to the present time through systematic 
excavations, so largely supplemented by the unsystematic dig- 
gings of thievish Arabs" : "In these [temple] schools the outfit for 
instruction in writing, reading, in mathematics, in measurements 
and astronomical calculations — sign lists, exercises, syllabaries, 
grammatical paradigms, mathematical tables, chronological 
lists, etc. — were kept, besides practice tablets, commentaries 
to important texts, copies of religious texts — ^incantations, 
omens, prayers, hymns, rituals, ceremonial regulations, etc., etc. — 
and other material needed in the preparation of the students to 
conduct the cult and to carry out the various functions — exor- 
cising of demons, purification and atonement rituals, inspection 
of sacrifices, interpretation of omens and the like — entrusted to 
the priests. The number of such texts thus covering the two 
main branches of a priest's education — (a) to act as a scribe in 
drawing up legal documents and to conduct the business affairs 
of the temple, and (b) to become an adept in the cult with its 
nimierous ramifications — must have been considerable in the temple 
schools of the large centres, ranging perhaps in the hundreds. At 
the same time we must beware of exaggerating the extent of the 
school outfit, for the intensely practical purpose served by these 
schools — in keeping with the practical aspects presented by the 
entire Babylonian religion — would act as a deterrent factor in 
gathering more than what was actually of service in the training 
afforded. As a sixth conclusion, it may be set down as probable 
that religious texts of various kinds used in connection with the 
cult were also kept within the precincts of the schools." In 
order to appreciate fully Dr. Jastrow's arguments, we add from 
pp. 163f. of his article just quoted: "As a matter of course, 
'23,000 literary tablets' would constitute a genuine library, and 
scholars relying upon this statement had all along assumed, until 
disillusioned by recent revelations, that a genuine literary archive, 
comparable to the royal library of Nineveh had been discovered 
at Nippur." 
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To this I have to reply as follows : (a) In order to begin with his 
closing sentence, Dr. Jastrow himself has declared ex cathedra (cf . p. 289, 
No. 5) that the bulk of the tablets discovered in "Tablet Hill" must 
be "business docimients," though he has never examined them. It is 
therefore he through whom these "recent revelations" which "dis- 
illusioned " scholars have chiefly come. (6) With regard to the actual 
state of these "disillusions" of scholars — I mean such scholars as are 
entitled to an independent judgment in this matter — I beg to refer the 
reader to Appendix B, below, where recent critical reviews of my first 
volume on the Temple Library of Nippur by leading experts in several 
fields of research have been reprinted. Dr. Jastrow will find that there 
are still scholars who rely upon my statements — ^gentlemen whom he 
has not been able to "disillusion" by his "recent revelations," not- 
withstanding all his honest efforts in this matter, which doubtless 
have been fully appreciated by everybody, (c) Dr. Jastrow informs us 
that "the number of such texts" as he assigns to Babylonian temple 
schools "must have been considerable, ranging perhaps in the hun- 
dreds." "At the same time" he warns us to "beware of exaggerating the 
extent of the school outfit." We observe the great care with which 
Dr. Jastrow throughout his paper selects his expression, "school out- 
fit," anxiously avoiding everything that might suggest to his readers 
the idea of a "library," which of necessity must come to them, if he 
would allow a few hundred tablets more in his schools, as it has come 
even now to Dr. Ungnad, of BerUn, who, while not yet able to accept 
the "temple library" of Nippur to the full extent asserted by me, 
frankly admits the existence of a ^^Fach- und Schidbibliothek/^ i,e.f "a 
professional and a school library."* (d) We acknowledge with pleasure 
and thanks Dr. Jastrow's generosity in allowing practically all the 
branches of Assyrian and Babylonian "literature" known to us to 
constitute "the outfit of temple schools," but with regret we miss in 
this outfit prepared by my learned colleague a few business docu- 
ments actually found in the temple schools of Nippur and so sadly 
needed for the education of a priest who was "to act as a scribe in 
drawing up legal documents and to conduct the business affairs of the 
temple." (e) I am not ashamed to confess my ignorance with regard 
to Dr. Jastrow's subtle distinctions between the "hundreds" of tablets, 
covering all the branches of Babylonian literature, from Nippur and 
styled by him a "school outfit," and the "hundreds" of tablets of the 
same character constituting the "library" of Ashurbanapal, especially 
as Dr. Jastrow in his recent researches on the latter contributed to 
"Old Testament and Semitic Studies in memory of WiUiam Rainey 
Harper," edited by Profs. R. F. Harper, Francis Brown and George 
Foot Moore, Vol. II, 1908, pp. 282fT., reached some startling conclu- 
sions. While "entering an earnest protest" against the unwarranted 
use of the words "temple library" in the title of my latest volume, 

* Cf. Dr. Ungnad's otherwise very appreciative and extensive review of 
the principal contents of my first volume on the Temple Library in Zeitschrift 
der Deutschen Morgenldndischen Gesellschoft, Vol. LXI (1907) pp. 705-717. 
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"Mathematical, Metrological and Clironological Tablets from the 
Temple Library of Nippur/' '^ which is calculated only to make scholars 
[why not say frankly 'Dr. Jastrow and associates' instead?] more 
determined in their uncompromising attitude toward methods that 
involve, as has recently been said, 'a disregard of the simplest ethical 
standards,'" — a "conduct" by which "he [Hilprecht] has merited the 
forfeiture of the confidence and respect of his colleagues" (Part I, 
p. 107, above) — Dr. Jastrow informs us in the same breath that the 
"better knowledge" which he now has of Ashurbanapal's library 
"has brought out the significant fact that a considerable proportion of 
the specifically Babylonian section consists of texts that formed part 
of the equipment of the temple schools of Babylonia." "This," he 
continues, "applies not merely to the distinctively school texts, such 
as sign lists, syllabaries, word lists [of which three classes alone there 
are "more than 2,000 fragments" in Ashurbanapal's "library" accord- 
ing to Dr. Jastrow*], but also to the literary productions and practice 
tablets based on such productions; to the ritual texts which served as a 
means of instructing the young aspirants to the priesthood in the com- 
plicated ritual for the various occasions when the services of the priests 
were required, and to the collections of omens of all kinds, constitut- 
ing one of the largest sections in the royal library The same 

is true of the mathematical and metrological tablets. .... One is 
inclined to place in the category of school texts also the bilingual 
literary texts in AshurbanapaFs library, such as the numerous prayers 

and mjrths, hymns and incantations The medical texts, of 

which specimens have recently been pubhshed by Kuchler, may also 
have been prepared for purposes of instruction in prescribing the 
remedies," etc., etc. Whither has Dr. Jastrow been drifting since he 
stated before the Court of Inquiry (Part I, p. 26, above) : "The collec- 
tion made by the Assyrian King Ashurbanapal in the city of Nineveh, 
and discovered by Layard and Rassam, is a library, because, while it 
also contains sign lists, exercise tablets, etc., it consists for the largest 
part of tablets of a pronounced and definite literary character, incanta- 
tions, hymns, omens, astrological tablets, medical tablets, legends, 
myths and the like"! And now, as we just have heard in his own 
words, the bulk of the "library" of Ashurbanapal consists only of 
texts constituting the "equipment" or "outfit" of Babylonian temple 
schools ! Does he realize that he is dangerously near the abyss of a 
"temple library," which means for him who acknowledges it a "dis- 
regard of the simplest ethical standards"? In order to save himself 
from this bottomless pit, there remains nothing for him but to call the 
"library" of Ashurbanapal the outfit of AshurbanapaFs royal school 
at Nineveh. But, on the other hand, he does not allow more than a 
few hundred tablets to form a "school outfit"; and as, to my sincere 
regret, I had to inform him under No. 4, above (pp. 287ff.), that the "school 
outfit" from "Tablet Hill" gathered by our first two expeditions alone 
amounts already to more than 2,000 tablets and fragments precisely 

* Cf. Journal of the American Oriental Society, Vol. XXVII, 1906, p. 176. 
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of the same character afi those of AshurbanapaFs "library/' I am 
afraid Dr. Jastrow has placed himself between Scylla and Charyhdis, 
and he will have difficulty to extricate himself with safety and grace 
from "The Temple Library of Nippur." (/) I close this brief review 
of Dr. Jastrow's definition of a Babylonian "temple schooP' and its 
"outfit" by stating that my colleague and accuser is wrong in asserting 
thai "in the temples were situated schools." The only two temple 
schools thus far discovered^in Babylonian ruins were found outside 
of the temple. The temple school of Nippur, as already indicated, was 
situated in "Tablet Hill," separated by a canal from the temple, and 
the school of Sippar, described by Scheil as a house "of small dimen- 
sions," was also situated "opposite" the temple, "on the territory of 
the city proper, i.e., on that portion of the ruins which is entirely 
separated from the temple and its annexes by a very wide road [prob- 
ably also the bed of an ancient canal, cf. p. 283, footnote t? above] 
which must have existed at all times."* 

10. In Part I of the present pubhcation, p. 108, above, Dr. 
Jastrow states : "The last official notice of the pubUcations of the 
Babylonian Expedition is likewise misleading, inasmuch as twenty- 
two volumes are announced, whereas only thirteen are indicated 
in the list. It is likewise an unscholarly method to have Vol. I 
followed by Vol. IX, this by Vol. X, and to give to the fourth 
volimae, which is the only one of those announced actually ready 
for the press, the number XXII. Moreover, in the earlier circular 
'^ of pubUcations, issued in 1901, the same volume which in the last 
circular is Vol. XXI there appears as Vol. VI. I know of no paral- 
lel to such a method of pubhcation in the case of a scientific series." < 
And again on pp. 114f., above. Dr. Jastrow says: "I only men- 
tion these things in justification of the position which scholars 
unfortunately have been obliged to take in this matter. It is 
not a question of these tablets alone. That is the most serious 
thing; but that Dr. Hilprecht has unfortunately for a good many 
years been pursuing this policy of creating false impressions, 
and it is merely for that reason that I refer to these various mat- 
ters and to others that I can bring to your attention. The same 
way in regard to these publications. That, I can vouch for, is 
not the scientific way of doing things: to say Vol. I and then 
Vol. Ill; to skip to Vol. VI; to omit Vol. VII; then IX and X are 
out; skip to XIII; then go on to XVII; skip to XXI, and then 
XXII; and in the earlier series to represent Vol. XXI there as 
Vol. VI. If the object is to make room for all the different things 
that can be found, you might as well say Vol. XLV. In the same 
way with Series D, Vol. I, III, IV, V; Vol. II he says is reserved 
for the history of future excavations." 

*Cf. Scheil, ** Une Saison de Fouilles a Sippa/r/* pp. 33 and 6, and the 
place marked ** L " on the general plan of the ruins at the end of Scheil's book. 

20 
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To this I have to reply: (a) As stated in the "Preface" of my 
" Old Babylonian Inscriptions/' Part I (1893), p. 5 : " On the basis of a 
report submitted [by me] to the Publication Committee of the Expedi- 
tion, of which Mr. Clarence H. Clark is Chairman, a plan was carefully 
devised for making these cuneiform inscriptions accessible to a wider 
circle of students, with as much speed and method as possible. With 
this view the Assyriologists of America and Canada were invited to 
lend their aid to the preparation of an extensive work on the Expedi- 
tion and its results." Unfortunately my efforts in securing the 
assistance of the American Assyriologists at that time proved fruitless, 
since most of them felt they had to decUne positively, while a few held 
out a well-meant vague hope of a possible future help, when they were 
less pressed with other duties, etc. All the answers then received are 
still in my possession. I tried the next best remedy under the cir- 
cumstances — to found my own "school," a task which required time 
and hard personal work above ever3rthing else. Though I conmienced 
at once to put this idea into practice, new difficulties arose a few years 
later, when I lost some of my first and most able pupils unexpectedly, 
immediately after they were ready to assist me. One, who fifteen 
years ago had commenced a penetrating study of the archives of 
the Cassite period, later published by Dr. Clay, died, in the midst of his 
promising researches, from consumption; a second, no less gifted and 
brilliant, lost his life on the ill-fated steamship "La Bourgogne"; a 
third, after he had written an excellent thesis never pubUshed, was 
called to the noble cause of foreign missions, to which he felt bound to 
give his entire life and devotion; a fourth, who had worked heroically 
on a Dictionary of neo-Babylonian Proper Names* and gathered all 
the material accessible, had to give up Ass3rriology altogether, as he 
coidd not secure the means to go abroad for half a year, to collate all 
the pubUshed contracts in the European museums necessary for a 
critical edition and treatment of his material. 

These are a few of the many causes beyond my control which 
delayed the publication of "The Babylonian Expedition of the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania" for so many years — a fact so often regretted 
and complained at by foreign Assyriologists. But as early as 1892, 
when I practically stood alone with my scientific hopes, I had planned 
the pubUcation of the scientific residts obtained by the first two expedi- 
tions in four Series, as can be ascertained from the Minutes of our 
Publication Committee, Series A: Cuneiform Texts; Series B: Art and 
Archaeology; Series C: Transliterations and Translations (with brief 
commentaries on the texts grouped according to their contents) ; Series 
D: Researches and Treatises.! I estimated even then that "Series A 
will extend to eight or possibly ten volumes" (cf. my "Old Babylonian 

* Kindly referred to by Tallquist in his own magnificent NeubahylonUches 
Nammhuch, 1905, p. III. 

t A more detailed description of the contents planned for these four series 
was published at the end of a book catalogue issued by Rudolf Merkel in 
Erlangen, Germany, 1902. 
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Inscriptions," Part 1, 1893, Preface, p. 6). As soon as I had examined 
the large mass of new material from the third expedition under Dr. 
Haynes, I naturally endeavored to keep "abreast of time," and there- 
fore announced in the Preface to Vol. IX of Series A (1898), p. 7, 
"that the cuneiform texts selected for publication in Series A will 
require from twelve to fifteen volumes," adding: "This number may bo 
increased, if the importance of the new material to be obtained through 
our continued excavations in Nippur should require it." After our 
discovery of the Temple Library in 1900, 1 revised my former estimate 
and arrangement of volumes, in the light of my knowledge of the tre- 
mendous new mass of most important though terribly mutilated cunei- 
form texts from the "Temple Library," so that I am now prepared to 
submit a fuller list of the volumes published, in press and in course of 
preparation, which for the sake of public control I also have attached 
to the present book (cf . Appendix C, below). The number of volumes 
(to contain only selected cuneiform texts ; by no means all or even only 
half of the material excavated) had to be increased to forty volumes. 
As already planned in 1892, the first eight (later ten) volumes of Series 
A are reserved for cuneiform texts (mostly dated) in their historical 
order, according to the well-known Babylonian dynasties. Vols. 
XI-XIII will contain additional important inscriptions arranged 
according to their contents, and for obvious reasons excluded from 
the first ten and the rest of the volumes. Vols. XIV-XVIII are 
reserved for the "Temple Archives of Nippur"; Vol XIX (with its 
subdivisions) for the "Temple School" ; Vols. XX-XL for the "Temple 
Library of Nippur." Dr. Jastrow in criticising my plan and method 
rather depreciatingly suggests: "You might as well say Volume 
XLV." He evidently had a prophetic instinct. Let him kindly look 
at the list of volumes announced as Appendix C — which he is able 
to control speedily by writing to the persons who prepare the volumes 
— and he will see that it includes fourteen volumes planned at the rate 
of two and even more subdivisions or parts. If I would have 
assigned but one part to every volume, according to the manner of other 
museums, I can assure Dr. Jastrow that sixty volumes would not be 
enough to cover the material reserved for Series A. Furthermore, if 
our most generous and noble McBcene, Mr. Eckley Brinton Coxe, Jr. — 
to whom Ass3rriologists throughout the whole world (I feel sure to 
voice their sentiments) will never cease to be grateful for the mag- 
nificent and unparalleled impulse which he, with the two late Messrs. 
C. H. and E. W. Clark, has given to Assyriology, and without which I 
and my associates could have accomplished but little — ^will continue 
to honor us with his support and confidence, our Series A of cuneiform 
volumes may still reach the number XLV Dr. Jastrow suggested before 
the Committee of Inquiry, or even go beyond it : 

(6) My colleague also says: "It is likewise an unscholarly method to 
have Vol. I followed by Vol. IX, this by Vol. X," etc., and "I know of 
no parallel to such a method of publication in the case of a scientific 
series," protesting earnestly once more: "That, I can vouch for, is 
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not the scientific way of doing things : to say Vol. I and then Vol. 
Ill; to skip to Vol. VI; to omit Vol. VII; then IX and X are 
out; skip to XIII/' etc. "In the same way with Series D, Vol. I, 
III, IV, V; Vol. II, he says, is reserved for the history of future 
excavations." My only answer to this are a few questions: Does 
Dr. Jastrow, as chief librarian of the University of Pennsylvania, 
not remember the manner in which Prof. Oncken's great work 
on the history of the world,* some thirty or forty volumes, appeared? 
Or the order of Mommsen's history, who had issued his material 
down to the overthrow of the Republic (inclusive), when, after a lull 
of several years, he suddenly published Vol. V, as to which he says in 
his Preface: *^Wenn er nicht unmittelbar ankniipft, so ist daran wenig 
gelegen; ein Fragment wilrde der irierte Band ohne den fiinften eben so sein, 
me es der filnfte jetzt ist ohne den vierten^^'f (i.e., "If it does not immedi- 
ately follow, it is of no importance ; the fourth volume without the fifth 
would be just as much a fragment as the fifth volume at present without 
the fourth ") ? As everybody knows. Vol. IV was never pubhshed. Or 
does Dr. Jastrow not remember that Prof. Iwan von Miiller's Hand- 
bitch der klassischen Altertums-Wissenschaft appeared in the following 
order: jVol. II, 1885; Vol. I, 1886; Vol. IV, first half, 1887; Vol. Ill, 
signatures 1-19, 1887; Vol. IV, second half, 1887; Vol. Ill, signatures 
20-43, 1888; Vol. Ill, Conclusion, 1888; Vol. V, Part 1, 1888; Vol. 
VII, 1889; Vol. V, Part 3, 1890; Vol. VIII, Part 1, 1890; Vol. IX, 
Part 1, 1891; Vol. VIII, Part 2, 1892; Vol. VI, signatures 1-19, 1893; 
Vol. VI, signatures 20-39, 1894; Vol. VI, signatures 40-60, 1895; Vol. 
V, Part 4, 1902? Or does Dr. Jastrow not know that the well-known 
Orientalist, Prof. Oskar Mann, of Berlin, who with the support of the 
German Emperor and the Royal Prussian Academy of Sciences under- 
took a philological expedition to Persia in 1901-1903, has started his 
'^Kurdisch-Persische Forschungen/* which are planned in four series, 
with Series IV, Vol. Ill, Part 1 — the only volume thus far issued? I 
could multiply the examples, but those just quoted will suffice to 
demonstrate that Dr. Jastrow cannot denounce my method of pub- 
lishing as "unscholarly," without condemning at the same time 
Mommsen, Oncken, Iwan von Miiller, Karl Mann, and many other 
scholars whose '* methods " are generally regarded as ^' scholarly " and 
whose " ethical standard " was and is assuredly high and unimpeachable. 

Supplemental Statement Concerning Dr. Ranke. 

A brief word remains to be said with regard to certain statements 
made by Dr. Ranke, which were not investigated by the Committee, 
evidently because regarded as of only secondary importance. I wrote 

* AUgemeine Geschichte in Eimeldarstellungen, with the co-operation of 
leading historians and Orientalists of Germany, edited by Prof. Wilhelm 
Oncken. 

t According to the friendly advice solicited from Prof. Lamberton of the 
University of Pennsylvania, as I have no complete copy in my private library. 
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in Part I, p. 39, above: "^. All my published writings on the Baby- 
lonian Expedition were composed while I was in Germany, without 
access to tablets which were either in Constantinople or in Philadelphia. 
B. Pictures of tablets could only be prepared from photographs, and 
no others than those I used were then in my possession and known to 
me to represent objects excavated at the Temple Library. C. The 
publishers of the books, as well as the President of the Department of 
Archaeology of the University of Pennsylvania, all required that the 
number of illustrations be Umited in number, and be confined, as far as 
possible, to those in the publications of earliest [earlier] date, in order 
to reduce the expense of production.'' On pp. 84f., above. Dr. Ranke 
challenges these words as "either absolutely wrong or an effort to mis- 
lead the Committee by using two different titles for one and the same 
book. He [Hilprecht] has worked considerably during the autumn 
and winter of 1903 [mistake for 1902?] in Philadelphia on his book on 
'Explorations in Bible Lands.' He also designates my statement 
under r as incorrect, because '^neither the President of the Department 
nor any of the Department authorities knew anything of the projected 
publication of Series D, Vol. I." Trivial as such criticism from Dr. 
Ranke must appear, I will not leave it unanswered : (a) I beg to refer 
the reader to what is written with regard to my past nomadic life and 
my difficulty in consulting books and carrying around valuable 
photographic material on my journeys (cf. my ' Explorations in Bible 
Lands,' 1903, p. viii). To this may be added the statement that 
from about middle of November, 1899, when I left Philadelphia 
for Nippur, till December 24, 1903 — i.e.y out of a period of more than 
four years — I spent only eight months (in three different sections) in 
America, and only seven months in Philadelphia, the rest being spent 
on journeys to and from the East, in Babylonia, Asia Minor, Constan- 
tinople and Germany. The eight months spent in America are 
November 1, 1900, to the first week in March, 1901 (four months) ; 
about October 1 to December 15, 1902 (two and one-half months), and 
April 22 to beginning of June, 1903 (about six weeks). I therefore 
cannot possibly have '* worked considerably during the autumn and 
winter of 1902 in Philadelphia" on a book appearing about end of 
January, 1903, when I did not spend a single day of the winter in 
America and was in Philadelphia only ten weeks during the autumn — 
devoted principally to the preparation and delivery of nine public 
lectures on the history and results of our four Babylonian expeditions 
in Philadelphia, one in Hartford, Conn., and one in Chester, Pa. To be 
sure, I had a good deal to do with proof-reading and the general make- 
up of the book, which included contributions by four other writers. 
I even had to insert a number of passages, as to which I had had no 
chance to consult the necessary books, expedition letters and reports 
while abroad. If I am not mistaken, I also had to rewrite and con- 
dense the greater portion of my closing chapters on "the topography 
of ancient Nippur," pp. 540-568, and "Turkish gleanings at Abu Habba 
under Scheil and Bedry Bey," because my original composition of this 
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part of the book turned out to be too technical and by far too bulky 
in view of the space allowed to me. But this does not alter my general 
statement, that all my published writings on the Babylonian Expedi- 
tion of the University then under the fire of my accusers* were com- 
posed in Germany. 

(h) I naturally included my German lectiu-e and its English 
translation! in "all my published writings'' as my critics did, J and 
therefore could not have made "an effort to mislead the Committee 
by using two different titles for one and the same book."|| But Dr. 
Ranke himself did something that on the face of it looks very much 
like it. I referred, of course, as the Committee saw and every fair- 
minded man will see, to two entirely different books pubhshed by two 
entirely different parties — ^the one published by Messrs. Holman & 
Co., and on the title-page proper of Series D, Vol. I, thus designated; 
the other, the English translation of my German lecture, published in, 
and afterwards reprinted from, the "Proceedings of the Department of 
Archaeology of the University of Pennsylvania," for which I required 
and obtained the consent of the President of the Department of Archae- 
ology, who with regard to the use of illustrations in this lectiu'e advised 
me, "as far as possible to confine myself to those in the publications of 
earlier date" — a request which was faithfully carried out, as a glance 
at the lecture will show. 

(c) As to the attitude and advice of the publishers of my other 
book, it will be sufficient to print a letter which, at my special request, 
Messrs. Holman & Co. have recently written : 

A. J. Holman & Company. 

Philadelphia, January 31, 1908. 
Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, Philadelphia: 

Dear Sir: — ^We are pleased to certify that, at our special request, 
you omitted from your book entitled "Explorations in Bible Lands" 
much that was merely technical, as it would in our judgment have hurt 
the sale of the book, which was intended primarily for general circula- 
tion. 

We also desired that the question of authorities and the use of 

* Cf. my enumeration of what I understand as "all my published writings 
on the Babylonian Expedition," in Part I, p. 34, above. 

t The latter was originally prepared by a gentleman in Philadelphia, but 
on examination it turned out to be inaccurate and useless, so that I had to 
make an entirely new translation, which occupied me about two weeks in the 
autumn of 1903, while in Germany. 

i Cf. Dr. Ranke's own very explicit words on p. 29, and his numerous 
references to my various publications throughout his "statements." 

I Cf. the explicit words, p. 34, above, in my first written statement, 
which my accusers, strange to say, seem to have regarded as my final 
defense: "This volume [Series D, Vol. I, 'The Excavations in Assyria and 
Babylonia '] is identical in text with 'Explorations in Bible Lands during the 
Nineteenth Century: Assyria and Babylonia.' " Cf. also Part I, p. 208, above. 
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footnotes for explanations or citations be restricted as much as possible, 
feeling that your standing as an Assyriologist was sufficient guarantee of 
the accuracy of your statements and conclusions, and that all details 
in support thereof could be reserved for the more serious treatment 
of the subject matter in later publications. 

Our request that the illustrations be limited in number, particu- 
larly in the last part of your own contribution, and confined as far as 
possible to cuts previously prepared, was made in order to reduce the 
expense of publication, and also in view of the fact that we had allowed 
you almost double the number of illustrations used by the four other, 
writers of the book combined. 

Yours very truly, 

(Signed) A. J. Holm an & Co. 

(d) It is not true that none of the Department authorities knew 
anything of the projected publication of Series D, Vol. I. For I 
could publish the book only after consultation with the Provost and 
Mr. Eckley Brinton Coxe, Jr., now Vice-President, and then an active 
member of the Board of Managers of the Department of Archaeology, 
who paid all the expense connected with the issue of this volume, and 
to whom, moreover, the book is dedicated, (e) As far as Dr. Ranke\s 
ridiculous criticism with regard to the seven editions of this book is 
concerned, I naturally must decline to reply to it, referring him and 
all others interested in this question to Messrs. Holman & Co., who 
have published an eighth edition since. 

Supplemental Statement Concerning Mr. Fisher. 

I may be even briefer in dealing with certain remarks of Mr. Fisher. 
In Part I of the present publication, p. 139, above, Mr. Fisher, through 
Dr. Ranke, denied, with Mrs. Haynes, that a certain unpleasant incident 
occurred at Nippur in his presence some time during March, 1900. 
To refresh his memory a little, I publish the following letter from 
Mr. H. Valentine Geere, the engineer and principal architect of our 
fourth expedition : 

3, Trinity Road, Wimbledon, England. 

Having been asked by Prof. Hilprecht if I remember an incident 
which occurred at Nippur in March, 1900, in connection with the pur- 
chase of some antiquities by Mr. J. H. Haynes, I make the following 
statement, which I hereby declare to be absolutely and entirely true 
to the best of my belief : 

I distinctly recollect that on the morning of Sunday, March 11, 
1900, there arose between Dr. Hilprecht and Mr. Haynes a very 
heated argument concerning some antiquities. This was at the break- 
fast table, and Mr. Fisher and I were present. 

From what passed between Dr. Hilprecht and Mr. Haynes, I gath- 
ered that Mr. Haynes had bought some antiquities which had been 
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found at some neighboring sites by Arabs, and that he (Mr. Haynes) 
had purchased them, either from Shaoul Suleiman or through his agency, 
without Dr. Hilprecht's knowledge or consent. When Dr. Hilprecht 
broached the subject, Mr. Haynes spoke as if the things were of littie 
or no value or importance; but thereupon Dr. Hilprecht became 
angry and — greatly to my astonishment — ^spoke as if he had seen them 
before and knew all about them — that is to say, where they had been 
found and by whom. Mr. Haynes appeared surprised and confused; 
and Dr. Hilprecht spoke to him very strongly, and insisted that the 
things should be handed over to him. 

All this I remember perfectly, and I have an entry about it in my 
diary, made on the day itself. I also spoke about it to my mother, 
after my arrival in England; and she remembers my doing so. (I 
must add that I have not spoken of it to anybody else.) 

I do not. remember if the antiquities were handed to Dr. Hilprecht 
at once. Nor am I certain if Mrs. Haynes was in the room when the 
incident occurred. But I can clearly recall the fact that Dr. Hilprecht 
put an end to the matter by leaving the room in a very angry manner. 

24th February, 1908. (Signed) H. Valentine Geere. 

Shortly after the publication of my " Mathematical, Metrological 
and Chronological Tablets from the Temple Library of Nippur" 
(end of 1906), Mr. Fisher, in an open letter addressed to the Editor of 
the Public Ledger of Philadelphia (issue of February 4, 1907), "felt 
called upon to set right several facts which, for reasons best known 
to the author, have been wrongly stated by him in this volume." I 
shall presently have to say something on one of these "facts" not 
discussed before the Committee. In this connection I wiU confine 
myself to an examination of two signed statements made by Mr. 
Fisher in a "Correction" in the issue of February 5, 1907, of the same 
Public Ledger. For various "reasons best known" to him, I will not 
enter upon a discussion of his title "Research Fellow in Babylonian 
Architecture," to which he there briefly refers. The two statements 
made in his "Correction" just referred to are: "I resigned this position 
July 1, 1905, at the time the investigation into Prof. Hilprecht's 
veracity was in progress. Since that time I have not been connected 
with the University in any way, although I am publishing the results 
of our investigations at Nippur." These statements require a some- 
what detailed consideration. 

As stated above, on p. 227, Mr. Fisher wrote an article in the 
American Journal of Archceology in which he tried to prove that the 
building figuring so prominently in our expedition writings under the 
name of "Court of Columns" was "Mycenean" — a result which, if not 
very scientific or in accordance with the facts, surely betrays a re- 
markable gift of imagination on the part of its author. More than 
this, Mr. Fisher took the liberty, without my knowledge and on his 
own authority, to put the significant title "Mycenean Palace" on a 
model of the ruins of this building prepared by him for our public 
Babylonian Museum exhibit,, though the Curator of every section of 
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this Museum is held responsible for the exhibited objects and their 
labels by the Board of Managers, and though he knew from my writings 
and oral statements that I, the Curator of "the Babylonian and 
General Semitic Section'' of the Museum, held a view diametrically 
opposed to his own, since I regard this building as a very late 
structure of the Hellenistic period. Of course, as soon as I noticed 
this label, I ordered its immediate removal. I have to mention this 
extraordinary fact, in order to correct the wrong impression which by 
his open letter Mr. Fisher must have created among the public with 
regard to his actual position previously occupied in our Museum. 

The true facts of the status on Mr. Fisher are briefly as follows : 
(1) Upon my recommendation, Mr. Fisher was engaged, on January 1, 
1903, or somewhat later, by the Executive Committee of the Fourth 
Babylonian Expedition (Mr. E. W. Clark, Chairman) for one year to 
arrange the architectural drawings and papers of all the four expedi- 
tions and to prepare certain models of Nippur drains and ruins in the 
Museum, under my supervision. (2) Upon my recommendation Mr. 
Fisher was engaged for the same kind of work by the same Committee 
a second year. (3) The work required of Mr. Fisher having been 
completed December 31, 1904, he was not engaged again in the Baby- 
lonian Section by this Committee after that date; but upon his per- 
sonal request he was engaged by .the Museum for some other work for 
half a year longer, with the express understanding that his engage- 
ment was to cease June 30, 1905. When this fixed time was over, he 
simply was not re-engaged again by the Museum. This is something 
radically different from a voluntary "resignation" taking place "at 
the time the investigation into Prof. Hilprecht's veracity was in pro- 
gress," which, moreover, had been finished before Mr. Fisher "re- 
signed." (4) At the request of Mr. Eckley Brinton Coxe, Jr., I, as 
Editor of the official publication, "The Babylonian Expedition of the 
University of Pennsylvania," examined Mr. Fisher's MS. on the 
architectural results of our expeditions, submitted by him to Mr. Coxe 
with a view of having it published by our liberal patron. To my 
regret, I was unable to recommend that MS. for publication to Mr. 
Coxe. All this occurred before Mr. Fisher appeared as a witness against 
me in the investigation. (5) Notwithstanding the misleading head 
line, "Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," 
on Mr. Fisher's publication, the official University publication, "The 
Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," has 
nothing whatever to do with Mr. Fisher's purely private undertaking. 
In due time, i.e., after a fifth expedition, for which a large amount has 
been subscribed for a number of years, shall have gone out to the ruins 
and completed a certain indispensable work at Nippur, the University 
will be prepared to publish its own results on the great and extremely 
difficult problems of the architecture of Nippur, by a competent his- 
torical architect, in Series B, Vols. I and II. I state this emphatically 
in reply to a number of inquiries received from European scholars, 
who had been led to believe that Mr. Fisher's private work formed 
part of the University's official publications. 
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Two New Accusations. 

A, In footnote 1 to p. 160 of Dr. Jastrow's article, "Did the 
Babylonian Temples have Libraries?" (published in the American 
Journal of Oriental Languages, Vol. XXVII, issued August 1, 1906) 
appears the following statement: "It may be worth while to note 
that at the time when Hilprecht was engaged in writing the accounts 
of the 'Library,' the boxes containing the tablets found by Ha3mes 
were lying unopened in the University Museum in the original packings.'* 
I have printed the last four words of this quotation in italics, to call 
the attention of the reader particularly to them. Five months later 
my "Mathematical, Metrological and Chronological Tablets from the 
Temple Library of Nippm*" were published (end of December, 1906). 
In its Preface, p. vii, I wrote the following words with regard to "the 
Temple Library of Nippur": "Enough of the crude and unsolicited 
advice received during the last two years in signed and unsigned 
American newspaper articles, journals, etc., as to what should con- 
stitute an old-Babylonian temple library, and what I should call the 
epoch-making discoveries of the University of Pennsylvania's expedi- 
tions to Nippur. I must resent it the more, as I happen to be the only 
Assyriologist who (however hastily in many cases) has examined all 
the (more than 50,000) cuneiform inscriptions thus far excavated 
there." This statement aroused Mr. Fisher's indignation to such a 
degree that he published an open letter in the Public Ledger of Phila- 
delphia (February 4, 1907), referred to above (p. 304), in which he not 
only reiterated the old time- and weather-worn accusations investi- 
gated by the Committee, but formulated the remarkable new charge 
first made by Prof. Jastrow (as to "the original packings") more 
specifically thus : 

"This may be taken as a very clever, ambiguously worded 
statement, as the fact of the matter is that even Prof. Hilprecht 
has never seen all of the tablets found at Nippm*. This is cer- 
tainly true as regards the finds of the last campaign." .... "In 
1902 the boxes [of the last expedition] given to the University as 
its shar.e in the Nippur antiquities reached Philadelphia and were 

i stored in the basement of the Museum. Here I often saw them 
as I was constructing in a nearby room several models illustrating 

' my own department of the work at Nippm*. Just before depart- 
ing for Europe in 1902, Dr. Hilprecht asked an assistant to go 
over Mrs. Haynes' list and pick out the boxes which contained 
pottery, bronze objects and the like and unpack them, leaving 
those boxes stated to contain tablets until some futm*e time. I 
was present dm*ing this work and personally assisted in opening 
the boxes and examining their contents. In every instance the 
boxes were packed exactly as they had left Dr. Haynes' and his 
assistant's hands, although, owing to the dampness to which 
they had been subjected, they had become stuck together and to 
)bhe wrjappings around them. The contents had never been dis- 
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turbed. Now, further than this, I myself opened some six or 
eight of the boxes which, according to their numbers in the note- 
book, contained tablets, in order to see how the dampness had 
affected them. Of all the tablets in these six or eight boxes, taken 
at random from the great pile, not one had ever been touched. 
The very nails had rusted into their holes, the joining of the 
marks on the outside showing conclusively that the lids had 
never been disturbed. Now as to the contents. The tablets were 
unbaked, and the dampness had not only softened the paper, 
but had worked a little way into the tablet itself, so that the paper 
pulp had become almost a part of the clay of the tablets. Then, 
when they had dried out again, every fold and crease of the original 
wrappings had become as it were petrified, mute but confounding 
evidence that the tablets had never been unwrapped between the 
time they were packed up at Nippur and the time when I saw 
them in the Museum, more than two years later. Even at this 
present date the greater part of these small cases remain imtouched 
in the basement of the Museum.'' 

This accusation is so terrible and yet so baseless that I cannot 
find the proper words to characterize it without losing my temper. I, 
therefore, present the facts in the case at once. 

1. A man who in 1902 stood in no official connection whatsoever 
with the University Museum, and whose connection with the last 
expedition had ceased two and a half years before — a man who only 
through the courtesy of the Board of Managers and the Curator of the 
Babylonian Section, as a special privilege, was allowed to enter the 
basement of the Museum and work in the room of one of my assistants, 
but who violated this sacred trust by breaking secretly into Museum 
property, extracting even the nails from closed boxes and unpacking 
them, and foiu" years later, for the purpose of ruining me morally and 
scientifically, addressed an open letter to the Public Ledger with the 
shameless confession of this glorious deed: "Now, further than this, 
I myself opened some six or eight of the boxes which, according to 
their numbers in the notebook, contained tablets,'' has forfeited the 
right to be taken seriously by American gentlemen. As the accused 
Ciu-ator of the Museum, I, therefore, might pass over this unheard-of 
behavior with that contempt which it deserves and would be sm*e by 
my silence to win the approval of every gentleman, whether scholar 
or layman. Indeed, in the face of the gravest accusations possible, I 
have been silent for three long years, except when it was my duty and 
privilege to speak before the Court of Inquiry appointed by my Uni- 
versity in 1905. I should have preferred to remain silent longer, if 
the resolution of the "American Society of Biblical Literature" in the 
hall of my own University on December 31, 1907, had not made my 
further silence almost a crime. Even now I speak only after I have 
obtained permission from the Board of Trustees of the same Uni- 
versity, in justification of my right still to walk with my head erect 
among honorable men and women in the streets of Philadelphia. 
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2. A copy of Mr. Fisher's open letter (like most of the malicious 
attacks of all my accusers appearing in American papers) was sent 
anonymously through the United States mail in an envelope to various 
addresses in Europe, among others to the Imperial Ottoman Museum 
in Constantinople. In his well-known chivalrous manner the Director 
of this Museum threw the contents of this letter into the waste basket, 
as soon as he realized its purport, at the same time sending me the 
envelope to identify the handwriting. It bore two postmarks, a 
round one, "Philadelphia, Pa., Feb. 6, 12-30 A, 1907," and a flag 
containing the words, "West Philadelphia Station." The envelope 
and a note from the Director of the Ottoman Museum in regard to it 
are still in my possession. Immediately after the appearance of Mr. 
Fisher's open letter I addressed a note to His Excellency Dr. Hamdy 
Bey, Director General of the Imperial Ottoman Museum, asking for 
an official expression on the "facts" as to the original wrappings 
alleged both by Prof. Jastrow and Mr. Fisher. The following reply 
was received by return mail in a letter addressed to me : 

[The French Original.] 

Musses Imp^riaux Ottomans. 
No. 6. 

Constantinople, le 8-21* F^vrier, 1907. 

Je declare par la pr^sente ques les antiquit^s de la 4^^^^ expedi- 
tion de Niffer, dirig^e par Mr. le Professeur Hilprecht, contenant les 
restes de la Biblioth^que du temple, sont arriv^es en 1901 a Con- 
stantinople, apres un long retard, par voie de Hillah, Bassorah et Port 
Said, et que les tablettes de la dite Biblioth^que ont 6t6, en presence 
des Conservateurs du Mus6e Imperial, deball6es, nettoy^es et examinees 
pi^ce par pi^ce, par Mr. le Prof. Hilprecht qui les a remis de nouveau en 
caisse apres les avoir d^termin^es. 

(Signed) O. Hamdy. 

[English Translation of the Foregoing Document.] 

Imperial Ottoman Museums. 

Constantinople, February 8-21,* 1907. 

I hereby certify that the antiquities of the fourth expedition 
to Nippur in charge of Prof. Hilprecht, containing the remains of 
the Temple Library, arrived in Constantinople in 1901, after a long 
delay en route from Hillah, Bassorah and Port Said, and that the tablets 
of the Library mentioned were unpacked, cleaned and examined in the 
presence of the Curators of the Imperial Museum, piece after piece, by 

♦The double date refers to the double calendar used in the Imperial 
Museum — that of the Greek Church and that generally used by the other 
nations of Europe and America. The difference between the two calendars 
is thirteen days. 
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Prof. Hilprecht, who repacked them again in boxes after he had deter- 
mined them. 

(Signed) O. Hamdy. 

On February 8, 1908, I heard the latest repetition of this accusa- 
tion (made by Prof. Jastrow and Mr. Fisher) from the lips of my own 
assistant, Prof. Clay, who, in the presence of the President of the 
Department of Archaeology, charged in an emphatic manner that 
the tablet boxes of the fourth expedition had never been opened since 
they left Nippur until he himself cut the strings and examined some 
of the boxes, while Mr. Fisher examined quite a number of others — 
and all this notwithstanding the explicit written order *'not to open 
the boxes,'' given during my absence in Europe in behalf of this expedi- 
tion by Mr. E. W. Clark, Chairman of the Babylonian Expedition and 
of the Babylonian Section of the Museum, and together with his brother, 
C. H. Clark, founder of the Clark Research Chair of Assyriology, now 
occupied by me. (As to my own order, cf . pp. 41 and 306.) 

B. Again Dr. Jastrow is responsible for another new charge, often 
repeated since he first made it in his article in the Jorunal of the American 
Oriental Society, Vol. XXVII, 1906, p. 159, footnote 3: *^ There might 
be a half dozen ^Temple Libraries' at Nippur, and the obligation 
would still rest upon Dr. Hilprecht to explain to scholars .... what 
he meant by declaring that he purchased the 'Lushtamar' letter near 
Nippur on April 18, 1889 (in order to make it plausible that the tablet 
came from Nippur), whereas it was bought by someone else at Bag- 
dad, July 5, 1889, with a lot of others that came from Abu Habba. 
The persistent evasion of this main issue by Dr. Hilprecht has put the 
patience of scholars anxious to get at the truth to a severe test, and 
naturally has given rise to the suspicion that no satisfactory explana- 
tion can be given." These are strong words, uttered after the official 
termination of the controversy by the Board of Trustees, to which in 
loyalty to the University this new charge should have been submitted 
at once for investigation before casting public doubt on the correctness 
of the verdict of the Court of Inquiry. 

This suspicion once raised by Prof. Jastrow found an eloquent ex- 
pression half a year later through the skillful pen of Prof. George A. 
Barton, of Bryn Mawr College, in a signed review of my volume, 
*^ Mathematical, etc.. Texts from the Temple Library of Nippur." In 
referring to my statement now published on pp. 37f., above — which I 
beg my reader to study once more in connection with what I have said 
on pp. 186ff ., above — Dr. Barton wrote in the Public Ledger of Philadel- 
phia, February 18, 1907, as follows: "This story is not only absurd 
on its face, but there lies before me documentary evidence that the 
facts were far otherwise. This documentary evidence consists of a 
photograph of a page of D. Noorian's account with *H. V. Hilprecht' 
during the year 1889, and under the date July 5 is the entry, 'Seven- 
teen tablets from Abu Habba for 5 liras.' Now in the Museum of the 
University of Pennsylvania there are (or were) just seventeen tablets 
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bearing this date, including the Lushtamar tablet. This is sufficient 
proof that Hilprecht never saw the Lushtamar tablet until after July 
5, 1889! And yet the contrary declaration quoted above was, I 
believe, made by him in a sworn statement." 

The accusation made here against a professor publicly and 
unanimously vindicated by his University is, in plain English, perjury] 
Any gentleman will agree with me that it must be extremely difficult 
for me to write a dignified and calm reply to such a terrible charge. I 
will attempt it at least in a few subdivisions : 

(a) I do not fully grasp the actual meaning of Dr. Barton's words, 
"in the Museum of the University of Pennsylvania there are (or were) 
just seventeen tablets," etc. For objects that once "were" the 
property of the University Museum must naturally be there still, 
unless stolen, destroyed or sold by somebody connected with the 
Department of Archaeology. I shall be deeply obliged to the Board 
of Managers if they will appoint a Conamittee of Investigation to 
ascertain where the seventeen tablets referred to by Dr. Barton are at 
present. As soon as I read this statement in the Public Ledger , Febru- 
ary 18, 1907, I at once hurried to the University Museum — as I had 
done in connection with a similar insinuation made by Dr. Peters in 
1905, cf. pp. 235ff. — ^to see what had become of these tablets. They 
"were and are" still there. 

(&) Every fair-minded reader will understand that it is impossible for 
me to procure a written statement from the Arab who showed and 
sold to me the Lushtamar tablet on April 18, 1889, while we were on 
two large freight boats in flight from Nippur to Hillah. Nearly 
twenty years have elapsed. The Ar^b doubtless could not write. I do 
not even remember his name. I therefore can only tell the story of the 
transaction as far as I recall it. But I can do something better now 
towards a fuller understanding of the whole situation by publishing 
part of a letter and an account from IVlr. Daniel Noorian, acting as my 
agent in 1889, after I had left Babylonia. I found these papers only 
last summer by accident — if there is such a thing as "accident" in 
human life — among long-forgotten old private papers left in Germany. 
The account of Mr. Noorian reads as follows : 



1889 

Jan. 27 
May 26 
June 8 



July 5 
Oct. 22 
Oct. 24 



H. V. Hilprecht's Account. 

Lent H. V. H. in cash, one lira and a quarter. . . = 

For bringing the tablets from Hillah 

Paid to Blockey for II. V. H. extra on the doilies 
and postage to Beyrout for the same in chas 6 

rupees = 

17 tablets from Abu Haba for 5 liras = 

Tablets from Niflfer = 

Cotton for packing tablets 



Piasters 847.30 = $36.40. 



Piasters 

128 
010 



044 
512 
150 
003 



Paras 
05 



20 
10 



8^ 30 

(Signed) D. Z. Noorian. 
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This account was enclosed in a letter written by Mr. Noorian, from 
which I quote only a few sentences directly bearing on this question : 

[Extract from Mr. Noorian's Letter to H. V. Hilprecht.] 

Baghdad, October 27, 1889. 

My dear Dr, Hilprecht: — Yesterday Mr. Haynes and I spent half 

of our day on board the steamer repacking your trunk We got 

the tablets on board and put them in afterwards. You will find the 
oval tin box containing what was bought in Hillah and in Baghdad. 

Those tablets in it wraped in paper and marked with blue pencil 
(5) means that they were bought for five liras and that they have come 
from "Abu Haba." Besids the oval box you will find some packed in 
the tray of the trunk, almost good for nothing fragments, dug out by 
few of the Jimjimah Arabs. 

These fragments cost only 150 Ppaster]. I think there is enough 
in them to pay for their price. If you don't find much inscription 
about them you will, certainly, find lots of antique earth in them. 
The Arabs said that these were the only things they found. They 
had worked ther only one afternoon and could not work longer of the 
fear that the Affej will plunder them. 

I thought it will be nice to have few pieces from Niffer amongst 
Princes collection. 

I will enclose, herein, a statement of what I have lent you and 
spent for you so that you might know how much money is spent and 
how much more you wish to spend and let me know of it. Whatever 
I spend here for you, you will pay me when I am back; so don't think 
about sending money 

Dr. P[eters] with Mrs. P. now in Beyrout. I don't think we will 
be able to get away from here before Sep. . . . 

Sincerely yours, 

Daniel Z. Noorian. 

To this is added the postscript: "Let me know if you approve 
of the antiquities (what I have bought)." 

A few remarks will be necessary on my part to make the situation 
quite clear. The trunk referred to by Mr. Noorian was left by me in 
Baghdad when on May 2, 1889, I departed from Babylonia in the 
company of Drs. Peters and Harper. We employed two "emigrant 
wagons from Alepppo" for our trip (cf. Peters, "Nippur,'' Vol. I, p. 
289). My trunk with personal effects was left in Baghdad for 
two reasons: (1) It was too large to be loaded on either of the two 
wagons referred to, without seriously interfering with our personal 
comfort; for we traveled in these two wagons for over three weeks 
through an inhospitable district along the edge of the Arabic Desert. 
Besides the three passengers, these wagons had to carry a small tent, 
all our provisions needed on the road, our beds and personal outfit. 
(2) I had hoped to return to Nippur in connection with a second expedi- 
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tion, for which, however, Dr. Peters felt later he required no Assyri- 
ologist nor architect. Cf. my "Excavations in Assyria and Babylonia," 
pp. 318 and 310. 

I am not quite sure whether this letter dated "October 27, 1889," 
was actually written in October, for at the close of it is the clearly 
written statement: "I don't think we will be able to get away from 
here before Sep." Either Mr. Noorian made a mistake in writing 
"before Sep[tember]," meaning November or December, or the letter 
was written in August. Since, however, the latter assumption of 
necessity would involve the assertion of another mistake by Mr. 
Noorian with regard to the dates of his entries under October 22 and 24, 
in his account of expenses incurred for me, I personally prefer to regard 
his "September" as a slip of the pen for "November" or "December." 

It will become evident from the statement of account and letter of 
Mr. Noorian that he distinguishes clearly between tablets bought in 
Hillah and tablets bought in Baghdad — between tablets only received 
and shipped for me but not bought by him, and tablets purchased by 
him for me, for which he wants my approval; for his account under 
May 26, 1889, mentions specifically a payment of ten piasters (equal 
to about forty-four American cents) "for bringing the tablets from 
Hillah." He speaks of these tablets as ^Hhe tablets," indicating 
thereby that they were known to me. There is no entry in his account 
as to the price he paid for them, and there could not be any entry of 
this sort, because I had paid for them personally while in Babylonia. 
Mr. Noorian only paid the ten piasters mentioned for their transport 
from Hillah to Baghdad, when he received them for me from the 
Arabs. 

2. It furthermore will be evident that, in addition to these tablets 
which I had purchased, Mr. Noorian bought other tablets for me after 
I had left the country. They consisted of two classes, some described 
by him as coming from "Abu Haba," and the rest as being "dug out" 
at Niff^r and sent by him to me, because he thought it nice to have a 
few pieces from Niifer in the Prince Collection. He is very particular 
about the Nippur tablets, in a nutshell giving all the details of their 
excavation by some of our own workmen from Jimjimeh* engaged at 
Nippur during our first expedition. The Nippur, tablets sent by Mr. 
Noorian amounted to about thirty or forty specimens, and on internal 
evidence I could corroborate the correctness of Mr. Noorian's state- 
ment as to their place of origin. His statement with regard to the 
other collection of seventeen tablets bought by him on July 5, 1889, 
is quite different. He gives only the price paid for them, at the same 
time adding the general remark that they have come from "Abu 
Haba." We notice at once the quotation marks in which Abu Haba 
is enclosed. What did he mean by them? According to a universal 
custom these marks are used to quote somebody's statement in his own 

* An Arab village situated on the most southern mound of the ruins of 
Babylon. 
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words. Mr. Noorian then evidently did not feel sure whether the 
statement made by the Arab or Arabs who brought these tablets to 
him was correct, and therefore simply quoted their words, leaving the 
decision to me as an Assjrriologist. 

3. The two different classes of tablets — the collection bought by 
me personally (and for the sake of brevity designated as the so-called 
Hillah collection) and Mr. Noorian's so-called "Abu Haba" collection — 
as stated by Mr. Noorian in his letter quoted above, were packed by 
him in the same " oval tin box." Each tablet was wrapped separately 
in paper. Mr. Noorian did not appear before the Committee, and I do 
not know what he claims except as it is conveyed in the accusations. 
If he says the liUshtamar tablet was marked with a "5," I do 
not deny it, and probably it was, since I gave it the date of July 5, 
1889. However, even if he claims he bought it, on that date, as one 
of the seventeen tablets from Abu Haba, I must still claim that I 
bought it on April 18, 1889, on the boat near Nippur. This does not 
necessarily array us in conflict as to the fact. Noorian may have hur- 
riedly placed the " 5 " on one or more tablets by mistake, or he may 
possibly claim that he remembers to have bought this particular 
Lushtamar tablet; that is to say, that he specifically remembers it, 
just as I do. In such a case, I prefer to think that the natives (or 
their intermediaries) substituted some inferior tablet in my collection 
for the Lushtamar tablet, and sold the latter over again to Noorian, 
rather than charge that Noorian is intentionally dishonest in anything 
he may claim in this matter. There were in the tin box, not marked 
with a " 5," at least two inferior tablets which I had never seen before, 
and therefore formed no part of my Hillah collection. 

4. What I have briefly stated will sufficiently explain why, on the 
one hand, as given on p.* 37, above, I entered in the catalogue of the 
Museum "July 5, 1889," as the date when the Lushtamar tablet (and 
at least one tablet of my Hillah collection) had been delivered to Mr. 
Noorian, with fifteen other tablets, while on the other hand, for reasons 
likewise given on p. 37, above, I maintained and still maintain 
that the only reasonable conclusion to be drawn is that the Lushtamar 
tablet must have come from Nippm*, and more particularly from "Tab- 
let Hill/' where tablets of the period of the Hammurabi dynasty, to 
which it belongs, were exclusively excavated during om* first expedi- 
tion. 

5. The "J. D. Prince Collection" is a collection of twenty-nine 
Babylonian antiquities of various kinds, purchased from a fund of 
twenty Turkish lira placed at my disposal by Prof. J. D. Prince, of 
Columbia University (cf. p. 37, above). It formed part of a much 
larger collection of antiquities which I bought personally or through 
Mr. Noorian in 1889. After I had all the purchased antiquities together, 
I selected the best inscribed tablets, according to their contents and 
preservation — the well-known barrel cylinder of Nebuchadrezzar 
reporting this king's restoration of the "Tower of Babel," and a niunber 
of objects chiefly of gold representing a total value of twenty Tm-kish 

21 
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lira— to constitute the "J. D. Prince Collection." Then from the rest 
(for all of which I paid) I selected a small number and gaye them 
to the University of Pennsylvania, as part of the "H. V. Hilprecht 
Collection." The remainder were presented to Provost Pepper, 
Dr. H. Qay Trumbull, Editor, and Mr. John D. Wattles, Publisher of 
the Sunday School Times, who together had provided the means to 
enable me to accompany our first expedition to Nippur,* and a few 
to other persons who had manifested an interest in the work of the 
University of Pennsylvania. 

* Cf. my "Exeavations in Assyria and Babylonia/' pp. 800f. 
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As TO Dr. John P. Peters, 

But Principally as to 

Dr. Morris Jastrow, Jr. 

The mainsprings of human actions lie deeply imbedded in that 
subtle thing men call character. And who may establish that in a 
given case the compelling factor of character may not reach back in 
paternity even to the remotest ancestry that gave to Plato his wisdom 
and to Greece her unrivaled intellect and artl But motives are the 
first germinations of this perplexingly composite thing, for actions 
but follow their development. Always clearly defined to him who 
entertains them, motives are seldom released from the womb of thought 
into the publicity of articulate expression without a mask. And this 
brings me to my immediate subject. 

In all of this controversy thrust upon the pubUc and me I have 
had but two real antagonists. Dr. John P. Peters and Dr. Morris 
Jastrow, Jr. have either originated or inspired everything that has been 
done, said or suggested. Occasionally the stream which they have fed 
has f oimd «ome contiguous channel through which to discharge more 
or less of its volume, only soon to fall back again into the parent 
waters. This stream has now flowed on for three years, ever indus- 
triously beating against its banks in persistent search of opportunity 
for mischievous and destructive inundation. I have said that motives, 
though rarely unbound from the jealous wardenship of the soul, often 
wear a mask of counterfeit presentment, and in my speculations upon 
facts and possibilities in this matter affecting me so intimately, I have 
at times wondered whether such may not be the case here. 

In the industrious promulgation of the charge that I have been 
dishonest as a scholar and scientist, and even the vulgar purloiner of 
property belonging to others. Dr. Peters has avowed his motives to 
have been anxiety for the good name of American scholarship. And 
yet my mind always persists in seeking the real cause of the Doctor's 
animosity in those chapters of that fateful book of my authorship 
which deal with the management and results of the expeditions to 
the Far East of which he had charge. At all events, although he 
had known me for many years, it was not until that book was 
published that Dr. Peters discovered coincidently both my turpitude 
and his own anxiety for the fair fame of American scholarship. Per- 
haps something of self-consciousness has led to these speculations of 
mine upon the really inciting causes of this doughty championship. 
In these speculations one thing has led to another. One cannot him- 
self suffer without comprehending that others also have sensibilities, 
and while I cannot alter what has been written or change a single 
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fact, yet if my presentation in the book in question of certain hap- 
penings personal to Dr. Peters were not necessary to the narrative, or 
were so stated as to give unnecessary pain, I sincerely wish they had 
been omitted or modified in the wording, for I claim not to have lived 
any year of my life without having experienced something of pleasure 
in taking thought for the comfort of others. I would, however, be a 
hypocrite did I avow anything but the strongest resentment of the 
course Dr. Peters has seen fit to take. Even the Reverend Doctor 
would scarcely think his flock in the parish in New York City, where 
he has the cm*e of many souls, warranted in a Hke case in expecting 
him to evince any warmth of friendship for an antagonist who had 
charged him with being the equivalent of a conamon thief. Never- 
theless Dr. Peters in all his enormous activity against me has been 
open and above board. Whether in newspaper, periodical, corre- 
spondence, caucus, or the setting up of conventions in America or 
Europe, in everything and everywhere, what he has said or done has 
been in his own person or over his own signature. Outside the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, and owing it no present allegiance, whatever 
he has done of injury to it or to me has been frankly avowed as of 
his own authorship. 

It has not been so with Dr. Jastrow. He has at times fed a 
hidden stream that has come to the surface only in many a swamp 
and morass without willing disclosure of the parent source. His 
activities have been persistent and untiring and the method and 
means employed by him surely most contemptible. Under the 
pretext of a righteous indignation, "obeying the dictates of my 
conscience in recording my protest against the methods pursu^ 
by Dr. Hilprecht, and which I regard as unscholarly and unworthy," 
and "conscious of no other motives in voicing this protest than these 
two — ^the desire to maintain the high standard of accuracy, truthful- 
ness and honesty that have always characterized American scholar- 
ship and an earnest zeal for the name of the University" (cf. p. 105, 
above) — ^he sets himself to work gradually to poison the minds of both 
laymen and scholars, who do not happen to be familiar with Assyrio- 
logical discussions and the views of the leading Assyriologists in regard 
to them. He begins by raising doubts about the sincerity of my pur- 
pose to search for truth in the chosen field of my investigations. He 
seeks to support his views by exaggerating minor and subordinate 
points and holding them out to the public as the central questions 
and of the gravest importance;* by declaring my statements false; 

*In a recent public statement, signed by three well-known Semitic 
scholars of the University of Leipzig and including two Assyriologists 
of the highest standard and international reputation (Rudolf Kittel, F. H. 
Weissbach and Heinrich Zimmern), this controversy is characterized as "/tir 
die Wissenschaft aU solche docJi recht bedeutungslos*' (i.e., *' after all quite 
without value for science as such''). From the declaration of these three 
professors it also becomes evident that the investigation of the Board of Trus- 
tees of the University of Pennsylvania is regarded by them as '*einge7iendund 
iiheraus griindlich ** {i.e , "searching and exceedingly thorough" ), and the final 
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by taking words and sentences out of their context in which alone 
they are intelligible; by posing as an authority in certain branches; 
of Assyriology , as to which his statements and declarations are lacking 
the necessary foundation and therefore carry no weight among Assyri- 
ologists; by making his personal views to appear as facts, when they are 
but malicious insinuations and unjustifiable accusations. Whether 
working by suggestion or through agency, Dr. Jastrow has covered 
America and Europe in forwarding Dr. Peters' attempts to secure 
pubUcity for charges where they might be expected to harm me most. 
Really my accuser, he was careful to stipulate that he appeared 
before the tribunal selected by his own University only as a witness. 
Was the inciting motive to this 'cautious daring* the thrift of avoid- 
ing the defense of a possible suit? Did the recollection of a similar 
tribunal of the same University, before which he was cited years ago 
to answer for an unprovoked attack upon myself, suggest to him 
that he might again meet the same unqualified condemnation if he 
ventured too near the dangerous ground of complete responsibility? 
Are Dr. Jastrow's methods for 'getting even' now tempered by the 
more wily caution of advancing years? Professing the greatest solici- 
tude for the "welfare of American scholarship" and "zeal for the 
name of the University of Pennsylvania," does he justify the one 
or defend the other by retaining his Chair in the College Faculty of the 
same University after it has officially pronounced his every allegation 
''unsustained and untrue," and then seeking by practice, precept 
and example to discredit the findings of the Institution to which 
he owes a loyal allegiance so long as "the dictates of his conscience" 
permit him to remain within its precincts? 

If motives be gauged by facts, how can he reconcile anxiety for 
the reputation of American scholarship with association in the same 
Faculty with a man charged by him as being guilty of Literary Dis- 
honesty and worse, but formally kept in a Chair of that Faculty by 
the unanimous vote of its governing body? How can he stand for the 
integrity of American Scholarship and at the same time represent a 
University which has emphatically endorsed the scholarship of a 
man professedly believed by him to be guilty of Literary Dishonesty? 

Having these facts in mind, I have deemed Dr. Jastrow to be 
possessed of traits that render him properly unworthy of notice in this 
contention. But in the industrious dissemination of his views he has 

verdict reached appears to be more satisfactory and just to professors in the 
University of Leipzig and other foreign universities than to a professor within 
the walls of the University of Pennsylvania itself. Cf. Literarisches Zentral- 
blatt, Leipzig, February 15. 190S. No. 7, p. 247. See also Prof. Luthardt's 
Allgemeine Mvangelisch-Lutherische Kirefienzeitung, Leipzig, February 28. 1908, 
pp. 207f., where, in connection with the public statement just mentioned, the 
continued attacks against me are branded as ** eine formliche Hetze gegen Eil- 
precht/* or as ** ein Kesseltreiben*' (i.e., as nearly as I can translate these 
expressions, "a regular chase" or a **running down of Hilprecht,") "as 
unjustified as unworthy," as '*a game which is a credit neither to themselves 
[those who attack] nor to American science." 
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reached an audience so widely scattered and has made possible the mis- 
leading of so many men who are honest in their scholarship and devotion 
to scientific research, that I could not allow his misstatements to go un- 
corrected . In the discharge of this duty I have fully discussed his every 
proposition, although all that has been personal to myself advanced by 
him has already been pronounced by my University to be without 
the foundation of either fact or truth. If there still be anything undis- 
closed of his contriving let Dr. Jastrow appeal to the University, 
whose ancient and honorable roof shields us both, to consider whatever 
of new discovery he may desire to charge against me, and in her halls 
and before her properly constituted tribunal I will meet him again, 
as I have already met him twice before. Meanwhile I cherish the 
hope that pubUc opinion will need no knowledge of Assyriology, no 
glossary of languages, dead or living, accurately to gauge the situation 
which he has himself created. 
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To MY Readers : — 

In editing and preparing this publication (the bulk of which I 
regret as much as you can) I have earnestly endeavored to secure the 
^iSolutely faithful reproduction of every record quoted, and to frame 
with scientific accuracy every statement and conclusion presented. 
In this connection I have been deeply impressed by my duty not only 
to those who are now my Uving audience, but also to those whose 
messages from a hitherto almost voiceless past I am endeavoring to 
transmit. But I would be more than human did I not also claim 
from my readers some measure of sympathy for the anxieties and 
distress which this controversy has put upon me. My life has been 
devoted not to disputation, but to study — I have lived with books and 
scientific investigation — not in the forum and in contact with the 
usual and ordinary activities of life. Unconscious of any wrongdoing, I 
was suddenly accused of dishonesty, both literary and actual. Cleared 
by my University of every charge and imputation, and resting securely 
upon this verdict and the consciousness of my own rectitude, I prepared 
in confidence to again take up and prosecute to its fulfillment, if God 
so willed, the lifetime task of translation and pubUcation before me. 
But since 1905 attack has followed attack, and always inspired from 
the same source. If I acknowledge that the anxieties I have sujffered 
have impaired my health and caused me great mental anguish, it is 
more because I fear that I may not have the years and strength left 
to complete my task, than for any cause personal to myself. These 
lines are the last I write in connection with this book. I know the 
reader will imderstand why I make this claim for sympathy, as my 
book itself is only an appeal to the calm and dispassionate judgment 
of my audience. 
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CORRECTIONS, 



Page 25, lines 14 and 13 from end : read "consensus " instead of "concensus." 

Page 40, li. 1: read "publications " instead of "publication." 

Page 52, li. 14: read "stratum " intead of "strata." 

Page 102, li. 8: read "[the] library " instead of "the] library." 

Page 115, li. 22: read " no " instead of " now." 

Page 139, li. 15 : read *< architects" instead of "architect." 

Page 185, footnote, li. 4: read "Abu Habba" instead of Abu Habba. 

Page 217, li. 2: read "p. 97," instead of "p. 197." 
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APPENDIX A. 



A Request by Sixteen American Orientalists. 



There remains one other phase of this matter to be considered, 
namely, the attitude of sixteen members of the "American Oriental 
Society," who addressed me in the Spring of 1906 as a Committee 
acting personally and not officially for the Society. 

Their document, sent to me by Prof. Charles R. Lanman, of 
Harvard University, imder date of April 25, 1906, reads as follows : 

[Copy.] 

April 18, 1906. 
Professor Herman Hilprecht: 

Dear Sir: — We, the undersigned, feel that the recent con- 
troversy in the matter of the Nippur expeditions has been left in a 
state which allows the gravest imputations upon the integrity of 
American scholarship to rest uncleared. We believe that this 
condition of things is in a high degree detrimental to the progress 
of Oriental learning in this country. 

A full and frank statement of the facts, so far as they bear 
upon your activity at Nippur and your publications relating to the 
same, would be exceedingly desirable. Will you not be good 
enough to furnish us with such a statement without too great 
delay, and will you kindly address the same to Prof. Oertel of Yale 
University? 

We are, yours respectfully, 
Charles R. Lanman, Harvard University. 
Francis Brown, Union Theological Seminary, 
Maurice Bloomfield, Johns Hopkins University, 
Richard Gottheil, Columbia University, 
Charles C. Torrey, Yale University, 
Robert Francis Harper, University of Chicago. 
Hanns Oertel, Yale University, 
George F. Moore, Harvard University, 
E. Washburn Hopkins, Yale University, 
Crawford H. Toy, Harvard University. 
James Richard Jewett, University of Chicago, 
William Hayes Ward, New York City, 
Paul Haupt, Johns Hopkins University, 
Daniel C. Oilman, Johns Hopkins University, 
A. V. Williams Jackson,* Columbia University, 
John Williams White, Harvard University, 

* Jackson signed a precise copy of this note on another sheet. There was 
no time to get his signature a second time. I have simply copied it here for 
him. C. R. Lanman. 
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To the foregoing I made the following reply : 

[Copy.] 



April 27, 1906. 



Professor Charles R. Lanman, 9 Farrar Street, Cambridge, 
Mass. : 

Dear Prof. Lanman: — I have received your note of the 25th 
inst., enclosing a document addressed to me and signed by Messrs. 
Charles R. Lanman, Harvard University; Francis Brown, Union 
Theological Seminary; Maurice Bloomfield, Johns Hopkins Uni- 
versity; Richard Gottheil, Columbia University; Charles C. Torrey, 
Yale University; Robert Francis Harper, University of Chicago; 
Hanns Oertel, Yale University; George F. Moore, Harvard Uni- 
versity; E. Washburn Hopkins, Yale University; Crawford H. 
Toy, Harvard University; James Richard Jewett, University of 
Chicago; WiUiam Hayes Ward, New York City; Paul Haupt 
Johns Hopkins University; Daniel C. Oilman, Johns Hopkins 
University; *A. V. Williams Jackson, Oolimibia University; John 
Williams White, Harvard University, and bearing the note: 
"*Jackson signed a precise copy of this note on another sheet. 
There was not time to get his signatiu-e a second time. I have 
simply copied it here for him. C. R. Lanman." 

I regret that these gentlemen "feel that the recent con- 
troversy in the matter of the Nippiu* expeditions has been left in a 
state which allows the gravest imputations upon the integrity of 
American scholarship to rest uncleared," and "believe that this 
condition of things is in a high degree detrimental to the progress 
of Oriental learning in this country." 

It is impossible for me at this time to furnish the desired "full 
and frank statement of the facts as far as they bear upon my 
activity at Nippur and my publications relating to the same," 
for these reasons : 

First — I am leaving on Monday, April 30, to resume my labors 
at. the Imperial Ottoman Museum in Constantinople. 

Second — ^A statement from me of the nature suggested would 
inevitably reopen the controversy officially terminated last year 
by the Board of Trustees of the University which I have the honor 
to serve. 

Third — ^There will be published before my return from abroad, 
in the official series of the Babylonian Section of the University of 
Pennsylvania, a volume which I am confident will afford to 
Assyriologists more than a little proof of at least a part of my con- 
tentions of the meaning of the material unearthed at Nippur, and 
this I feel must suffice until my further labors and those of others 
who share my beUef in the Temple Library of Nippur, can be pre- 
sented in an orderly way for the information of the scientific 
world. 
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The grave imputations, which you say remain uncleared, 
appear to rest solely upon the integrity of my scholarship, and this 
injustice I can continue to bear patiently until my vindication 
can be obtained by scientific work, and I ventiu-e the belief that, 
in the end, this course will prove less detrimental to the progress 
of Oriental learning in America than any other now open to me. 

Trusting that you and your colleagues will appreciate the 
spirit in which I make this reply, I beg to remain 

Faithfully yours, 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 

P.S. — I am sending a copy of this letter to Prof. Oertel. — 
H. V. H. 

While I have always regretted that in connection with the publica- 
tion of the Report of the Special Committee of the Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania (Part I, pp. 267ff.) there was not given out 
at least a summary of the "pleadings" and testimony upon which it 
rests, I entertained the belief that the publication in December, 1906, 
of Volume XX of Series A of "The Babylonian Expedition of the 
University of Pennsylvania'' ("Mathematical, Metrological and 
Chronological Tablets from the Temple Library of Nippur") would 
suffice to satisfy these sixteen Orientalists "until my further labors 
and those of others who share my belief in the Temple Library of 
Nippur, can be presented in an orderly way for the information of the 
scientific world." 

That I was mistaken in this belief was made clear when the fore- 
going letter to me of April 18, 1906, and my reply of April 27, 1906, . 
were printed in the October number, 1907, of The American Journal 
of Semitic Languages and Literatures, wdth a prefatory note thereto 
reading as follows : 

[Copy.] 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, August 1, 1907. 

To THE Editor of the American Journal of Semitic Lan- 
guages : 

Dear Sir: — During the week of the meeting of the American 
Oriental Society at New Haven in April, 1906, it was proposed by 
certain gentlemen whom the occasion had brought together, that 
the charges preferred by Dr. John P. Peters against Prof. Her- 
man V. Hilprecht be formally considered in one of the public 
sessions of the society. It was deemed more appropriate, how- 
ever, not to make the matter a part of the official proceedings of 
the society, but rather to address to Prof. Hilprecht a note signed 
by a number of members of the society personally (not officially) 
requesting an explanation. The following note, with the signa- 
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tures affixed, was accordingly sent to him, and from him in due 
course was received the reply which follows it. 

It would appear from the reviews and critiques, and from the 
personal opinions of scholars who have been consulted, that the 
volume to which Prof. Hilprecht makes reference does not touch 
upon the important questions which had been raised by his col- 
leagues. On behalf of the gentlemen who signed the note, there- 
fore, I am sending you the note in question, together with Prof. 
Hilprecht's reply, for publication in yoiu* Joiu-nal, with any such 
comment as it may seem to you suitable to make. 
Yours very sincerely, 

Charles R. Lanman. 

This official reiteration on behalf of these sixteen colleagues of a 
desire still to have from me a "full and frank statement of the facts '* 
was the chief cause of my recent insistence that this controversy be 
made public in its entirety. The following documents show my 
efforts to that end and their results : 

1. Letter from Prof. Hilprecht to the Board of Trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania, January 6, 1908, published Part I, pp. 
vf. 

2. Letter from Prof. Juhus A. Bewer, Correspondent Secretary of 
the Society of Biblical Literature and Exegesis, to Prof. Hilprecht, 
January 4, 1908, reading as follows : 

[Copy.] 

Union Theological Seminary, 
No. 700 Park Avenue, 

NEW YORK. 

January 4, 1908. 

Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, University of Pennsylvania, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. : 

Dear Sir: — ^At a meeting of the Society of Biblical Literature 
and Exegesis, held in Philadelphia, December 31, 1907, the follow- 
ing preamble and resolution were adopted : 

Whereas, Charges reflecting on American scholarship have 
been made against Prof. H. V. Hilprecht; 

Resolved, That this Society shares the desire expressed by a 
number of American Orientalists that a complete reply to these 
charges be made in the Journal of this Society or elsewhere. 
Yours truly, 
(Signed) Julius A. Bewer, Corresponding Secretary, 

3. Letter from Mr. Edward Robins, Assistant Secretary of the 
University of Pennsylvania, to Prof. Hilprecht, of January 8, 1908, 
published Part I, pp. vif . 
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4. Letter from Prof. Hilprecht to Prof. Lanman, January 15, 
reading as follows : 

807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, January 15, 1908. 

Prof. Charles R. Lanman, 9 Farrar Street, Cambridge, Mass. : 

Dear Prof, Lanman: — Referring to the letter addressed to me, 
dated April 18, 1906, by sixteen American Orientalists (sent to me 
with your note dated April 25, 1906), published, with my reply of 
April 27, 1906, and an introductory note by you in the October, 
1907, issue of The American Journal of Semitic Langiuiges and 
literatures , I inclose herewith copies of the following : 

1. My letter to the Board of Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania, dated January 6, 1908, urging the full publication 
of all data in their possession and mine bearing upon the "Peters- 
Hilprecht Controversy." 

2. A letter to me dated January 8, 1908, embodying the' 
minute of the Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania 
approving of the full publication by me. 

The report on the " Peters-Hilprecht Controversy" to the 
Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania by their Special Com- 
mittee, dated June 26, 1905, gave only a shght indication of the 
mass of material presented during the course of its investigation ; 
but it is my intention as speedily as possible to publish all the 
matter, as indicated in my letter to the Trustees, in a manner 
which I hope you and all your colleagues will consider *'full and 
frank," and which will make it readily accessible to everyone 
interested in the controversy. My plans for the publication not 
being as yet fully matured, I am unable at this time to name a 
definite date of issue, but I believe it will be within two or at most 
three months. Surely I, more than anyone else, am now interested 
in not delaying the publication, and the enclosed statement (3) 
covering a summary of Dr. Peters' original suggestions as to the 
method of the investigation and of my comment thereon, indicate 
that from the first (January, 1905) I have not been an advocate of 
secrecy. 

Possibly it may later seem to me of advantage, in clearing up 
this matter, to request a committee of "your sixteen" to come 
here to look into the methods employed in dealing with the 
material from the Temple Library at Nippur possessed by the 
University of Pennsylvania. 

Kindly acquaint your fifteen colleagues with the contents of 
this communication and its enclosures, and may I not expect, as a 
matter of simple justice to me, that you will request the publica- 
tion in full of all I send you in the next issue of The American 
Journal of Semitic Languages and Literatures f 
Faithfully yours. 

H. V. Hilprecht. 
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5. Document No. 3, accompanying Prof. Hilprecht's letter to 
Prof. Lanman of January 15, 1908, reading as follows : 

Philadelphia, January 15, 1908. 

Dr. John P. Peters, in presenting (by means of two documents ^ 
one dated January 11, 1905, and one undated, but sent to Phila- 
delphia shortly prior to that date) his "suspicions" or charges 
against me, suggested that the TVustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania conduct "a full investigation and one which goes 
beyond the mere asking Prof. Hilprecht about th^e mistakes,'^ 
by making use of the knowledge and abiUties of members of their 
staff, namely, Messrs. Fisher, Clay, Ranke and Jastrow. He 
further stated that, to his surprise, the subject-matter of his com- 
munications was already more widely known than he had sup- 
posed, "and the very worst is beUev^" — that a proposition had 
been made to publish the whole matter at a meeting held in 
Boston at the end of December, 1904, and publish it in the papers. 
This he had opposed, urging the "asking for an investigation on 
the part of the Trustees." 

Dr. Peters continued, "I believe that it must be a thorough 
and searching investigation; but in the best interest of science, as 
well as of the University, if such an investigation is made, it 
should not be published. Such publication would be a great 
scandal and would only do injury," adding, "I am doing every- 
thing in, my power to prevent it from being published, or to pre- 
vent an imfair and unjust judgment being made in advance." 

The two documents above referred to were placed in my 
hands, with the request to answer them, about January 20, 1905, 
and in returning them on January 24, 1905, 1 made to the Provost 
of the University the following requests : 

1. That at your earliest convenience you call an extra session 
of the entire Board of Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, 
before which both Rev. Dr. John P. Peters, as my accuser, and I,. 
as defendant, be summoned. 

2. That the two documents referred to above, in their present 
form, be read in the presence of the entire assembly. 

3. That, in addition. Rev. Dr. John P. Peters be asked to 
explain what precisely he means by these charges preferred against 
me, and that a stenographical record be kept of his answers. 

4. That I then be authorized to answer these charges in the 
presence of this entire assembly, and that a stenographical record 
be kept also of my answers. 

5. That afterwards both Rev. Dr. John P. Peters and I be 
informed in writing of the charges, answers, and findings in this 
case by the Board of Trustees. 

6. That, contrary to the threefold proposal of Rev. Dr. John 
P. Peters, on p. 4 of his letter of January 11, referred to above 
("to prevent publication"), the results, as obtained by the Board,. 



Digitized 



by Google 



327 

be given the widest publicity, and in order to protect me against 
similar attacks hinted at in Dr. Peters' letter, I, in particular, be 
allowed to publish : 

(a) The two documents of said Rev. Dr. John P. Peters. 

(6) The stenographical records of his and my answers. 

(c) The result of the investigation by your Board. 

H. V. HiLPRECHT. 

6. Letter from Prof. Hilprecht to Prof. Bewer, Correspondent 
Secretary of the Society of Biblical Literature and Exegesis, January 
1 5, 1908, reading as follows : 

807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, January 15, 1908. 

Prof. Julius A. Bewer, Correspondent Secretary of the Society 
of Biblical Literature and Exegesis, Union Theological Semin- 
ary, 700 Park Avenue, New York. 

Dear Sir: — I acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 
4, 1908, advising me that at a meeting of the Society of Biblical 
Literature and Exegesis, held in this city on December 31, 1907, 
tiie following preamble and resolution were adopted : 

"Whereas, Charges reflecting on American Oriental scholar- 
ship have been made against Prof. H. V. Hilprecht; 

^* Resolved, That this Society shares the desire expressed by a 
number of American Orientalists that a complete reply to these 
charges be made in the Journal of this Society or elsewhere.*'' 

I have the honor to enclose a copy of a communication, and of 
its enclosures, which I have to-day sent to Prof. Charles R. Lan- 
man, touching upon the expressed desire of a number of American 
Orientalists in which your Society shares, and I trust this will 
evidence my intention to make complete reply to the charges 
made against me. 

The intended publication will be so large that it would be an 
undue trespass upon the columns of the Journal of your Society 
to make it therein. I shall, however, appreciate it if you will 
cause the insertion in your Journal of this letter and all its enclo- 
sures in full. 

Yours truly, 

H. V. Hilprecht. 

In accordance with the request expressed in my letter to Prof. 
Lanman imder date of January 15, 1908 (cf. p. 325, above), the latter 
ordered the publication of my letter and enclosed documents in The 
American Journal of Semitic Languages and LMeratures, their reprints 
having reached me some weeks ago. 

In acknowledgment of my letter with enclosure (cf . p. 327, above) 
I received the following letter from Prof. Bewer: 
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Union Theological Seminary, 
No. 700 Park Avenue, 

NEW YORK. 

January 17, 1908. 

Dr. H. V. HiLPRECHT, 807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, Pa. : 

Dear Sir: — I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation of January 15, and shall be glad to cause the whole of it to 
be published, according to your wish, in the next number of Tlie 
Journal of Biblical Literature and Exegesis. 
Sincerely yours, 

(Signed) Julius A. Bewer, 

Corresponding Secretary. 

My attention being directed to the article of Prof. E. Washburn 
Hopkins, of Yale University, appearing in The Nation of February 13, 
1908, led to the following correspondence between me and Prof. 
Lanman : 

807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, 
February 28, 1908. 

Prof. Charles R. Lanman, 9 Farrar Street, Cambridge, Mass. : 

Dear Prof. Lanman,: — In the letter addressed to me dated April 
18, 1906, by sixteen American Orientalists, their request was that I 
furnish a full and frank statement of the facts so far as they bore upon 
my activity at Nippur, and my pubUcations relating to the same, 
and their reason for making the request was stated to be their 
feeling that "the recent controversy" in the matter of the Nippur 
expeditions had been left in a state which allowed the gravest imputa- 
tions upon the integrity of American scholarship to rest uncleared, and 
resulting in a condition of things which they believed to be in a high 
degree detrimental to the progress of Oriental learning in this country. 

The reference in the letter of April 18, 1906, to "the recent con- 
troversy," and the mention in your prefatory note of August 1, 1907 
(to the Editor of the American Journal of Semitic Languages, request- 
ing pubhcation of the note of the 18th to me, and my reply of April 
27, 1906), of "the charges preferred by Dr. John P. Peters against 
Prof. H. V. Hilprecht," led me, naturally I think, to suppose that 
what "the sixteen" wanted was pubhcation of the entire record of the 
so-called Peters-Hilprecht Controversy, and in pursuance of that 
belief I took the action indicated by my letter to you of January 15, 
1908, and its enclosure, and since having permission from the Trustees 
of the University to publish the proceedings, I have been actively at 
work and already have in type by far the greater part of the voluminous 
record, and this work causing me a loss of time and expense which I 
naturally do not relish. 

Now recently I have had my attention called to the enclosed 
communication under date of February 1, printed in The Nation 
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in its issue of February 13, from E. Washburn Hopkins, one of the 
sixteen.* The tone of Prof. Hopkins' communication seems to indicate 
that he has prejudged the case. But that is not my reason for writing 
you. He very plainly indicates that he does not consider the course 
I have indicated with a view to furnishing the sixteen "a full and 
frank statement'' the proper one, and now formulates five questions, 
and alludes to them as if it was perfectly well understood that the 
sixteen had addressed these or similar questions to me, and indeed 
in your note of August 1, 1907 (above referred to), you speak of "the 
important questions which had been raised by his colleagues." You 
will notice, too, that Hopkins says, " it is not a question of the existence 
of a Library at Nippur," but only one in regard to my method of 
establishing such a library's existence and my part in the discovery. 

It being the fact that until reading Hopkins's article I never had 
any questions^ addressed to me by or on behalf of any of the sixteen, I 
would like to know as a practical matter whether I can consider this 
statement of Hopkins as fairly voicing the opinion of approximately 
the entire sixteen as to the questions I am to answer? Of course, I 
Jmow it is not practical for you to call the sixteen into a meeting, or 
without a great deal of work and delay getting them to consent to a 
particular set of questions, and I absdutely do not want to have my 
promised answer delayed beyond the time I set; but can you not, in 
a semi-official manner (as, so to speak, secretary for the sixteen), say 
to me that Hopkins has fairly voiced the ideas of all, or give me an 
indication of just to what extent the sixteen are interested in the 
subject matter of the controversy? Of course, the record I am about 
to publish touches on all the charges that Peters and his colleagues 
brought forward, but if the sixteen desire me to deal only with what 
Hopkins indicates is important, the statement I intend to publish, in 
addition to the record, can be considerably modified and shortened. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) H. V. Hilprecht. 

Charles R. Lanman, 
9 Farrar Street, 

CAMBRIDGE, MASS, U. S. A. 

Harvard University, March 5, 1908. 

My dear Colleague: — It would be, as you say, very troublesome to 
get sixteen men together to formulate a series of questions. Nor is it 
in the least degree necessary. The questions as put by Hopkins in 
the Nation of February 13, 1908, indicate well enough the main point. 
Personally I should not even quarrel with your claim to the geisti§e 
Urheberschaft of the great find of tablets, if you make it wholly clear 

*As the questions appearing below were subsequently framed and sent 
to me, it ssems unnecessary to reprint this communication or answer it herein. 
22 
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just what you mean thereby. Moreover, as you will see, Hopkins's first 
question is so loosely worded ("Were the tablets, etc.") as to admit 
of either answer, yes or no. He reckons upon your knowing what the 
real issue is and answering it without evasion. Supposing that you 
can show that you did not actually claim in so many words that the 
questionable tablets were found by you at Nippur, if your readers 
naturally received an impression to that effect, you are still morally 
bound to make honorable amends for your responsibility in letting 
such an impression prevail. 

I do not assume that you set yourself deliberately to work to 
deceive or mislead the greater pubHc, still less your colleagues. I 
fancy that in the excitement of the situation you allowed loose state- 
ments to be printed which made a great sensation, perhaps far greater 
than you could foresee; and that, once placed in a more or less com- 
promising position, you found it harder and harder to withdraw there- 
from. 

Now, what your best friends and colleagues would like most is, 
I believe, to see you reinstated in their respect and fellowship. Why 
can and will you not — dropping all voluminous technicalities — make 
some such brief general statement as I have hinted at, which shall 
make it clear to us, and to such of the public as care, that you admit 
in a frank and manly way that you have laid yourself open to just 
criticism, and regret the failure to make the admission sooner. Then 
let us all, you as well as us, dismiss the matter from our minds, and 
give ourselves undisturbedly to the work which we love and which 
justly claims all our time and strength. 

Cordially yours, 

(Signed) Charles R. Lanman. 

807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, 
March 12, 1908. 

Prof. Charles R. Lanman, 9 Farrar Street, Cambridge, Mass. : 

My dear Colleague: — In consequence of renewed illness since 
Saturday, 7th inst., I have been unable to do much beyond proof- 
reading. Excuse therefore my delay in answering you before. I 
thank you for your letter of the 5th inst., and the kindly spirit in 
which you have written. 

I shall consider it a semi-official assurance that the questions 
framed by Hopkins cover the desires of "the sixteen," and shall 
surely answer them without evasion. 

I fear I cannot, however, view or treat the matter on the lines 
of your friendly suggestions, but I may want to quote from and make 
some comment thereon. I hardly think I shall need to publish your 
letter in full, but assume you will not object if I later decide other- 
wise. With kindest regards. 

Yours very sincerely, 

(Signed) H. V. Hilprecht. 
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Charles R. Lanman, 
9 Farrar Street, 

CAMBRIDGE, MASS., U. S. A. 

Harvard University, March 21, 1908. 

Dear Prof, Hilprecht: — I have your note of March 12, and I am of 
course very sorry that you do not feel that you can make any such 
admission as I suggested. I cannot well see how anything short of 
that will reinstate you in the good opinion of men whose opinion, 
for my part, I should value the most if I were in your place. It is, 
however, a matter about which only friendly suggestion can be made. 

You are entirely welcome to publish my letter of March 5, 1908, 
in its entirety. As I look at a carbon copy of it, I see that the publica- 
tion of selected passages from it would give rise to an utterly false 
impression. Doubtless if you look at it once more yourself, you will 
not fail to agree with me altogether in the matter. 

Regretting that you have not been well, and trusting that your 
health will soon be quite firm, I am. 

Very sincerely yours, 

(Signed) Charles R. Lanman. 

Prof. Herman V. Hilprecht. 

Philadelphia, Pa., 807 Spruce Street, 
March 31, 1908. 

Prof. Charles R. Lanman, Cambridge, Mass. : 

Dear Prof, Lanman: — I received your note of March 21st, and am 
sorry you object to my quoting any passages from your letter to me of 
March 5. It was my thought that I might, somewhere in my pam- 
phlet, state that one of the sixteen (not naming any one), whose 
friendly intent and fair spirit I did not doubt, has recently suggested 
that I should say "so and so" (quoting from your letter), and then 
give my views about it and add some thoughts about the difference 
between the attitude of the sixteen (one of honest criticism according 
to their lights) and that of Dr. Peters, Dr. Jastrow and the others who 
aided in formiilating the original charges and then maliciously extended 
and added to them, going to the extent of charging me with retaining 
property not belonging to me. All these years, since my vindication 
by the Court of Inquiry of the University of Pennsylvania, I have 
been in a conciliatory spirit, honestly endeavoring to forget the entire 
affair with all that it brought to me and my family. But such a 
spirit was not appreciated and my silence misinterpreted. After the 
renewed and most malicious attacks, leading up to an unexpected 
climax in the Halls of the University of Pennsylvania on December 
30 and 31 of last year, I owe it to science, to my University, to my 
family and to myself, that I change my attitude towards these men 
whose criticism never was honest, and whose intent was to do me 
serious and permanent injury. 
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As you do not wish me to quote from your letter (your imdoubted 
right, of course), I shall either publish it in full, omit what I had in 
mind, or reach my result in some other way. 

I seriously regret that you cannot well see that anything short of 
what you suggested will reinstate me in the good opinion of men 
whose opinion I should value; but you and they surely do not intend 
to pass final judgment without according me a hearing, and it will not 
be long now before I shall have my pamphlet ready. 

I had the foregoing drafted to send you when a letter reached me 
from Harper, in which he tells me of a proposed list of questions to 
be propounded to me by the committee of sixteen. I thought it was 
understood from your letter that I could regard the questions framed 
by Hopkins as practically indicating the points upon which the sixteen 
desired answers, and I intended to say something especially on that 
line. If you do intend to send me some official questions, I beg of 
you to do it forthwith, in order that my work be not delayed, though 
it seems to me it would be better to let me complete my intended 
publication, and then see if the committee still desires to put any 
questions to me. 
* Yours very sincerely, 

(Signed) H. V. Hilprecht. 



Charles R. Lanman, 
9 Farrar Street, 

CAMBRIDGE, MASS., U. S. A. 

Harvard University, April 3, 1908. 

My dear Prof. Hilprecht: — You are quite right in assuming that 
some, at least, of the sixteen do not wish to pass a final judgment on 
the issue without a full and fair hearing from you. Mr. Harper thought 
that the carefully formulated list of brief questions ought not to be 
published without being first sent to you, and I agree with him. I 
wired him this morning to send you a clean copy of them at once, 
although I think he may have done so already before receiving my 
telegram, in accordance with my suggestion in my letter which accom- 
panied the questions. I also wired you to this general effect. I hope 
very much that you will answer these questions in your pamphlet, as 
they seem to be the essence of the charges thus far made. I think 
that what all most desire, friends and foes alike, is that the matter 
shall be brought to an end and, in the language of the diplomats, 
"the incident closed." Of course, it is to be remembered that nothing 
is ever settled until it is settled right. I sincerely hope that you will 
answer these questions so briefly and clearly and convincingly as to 
shut the mouths of your critics for good and all. 
Yours very sincerely, 

(Signed) Charles R. Lanman. 
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[Telegram of Prof. Lanman to Prof. Hilprecht.] 

Cambridge, Mass., April 3, 1908. ' 

Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, 807 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, Pa. : 

Have wired Harper to send you questions. He has them. 

Charles R. Lanman. 

On April 6, 1908, the following questions reached my hands, which 
I now shall take up seriatim : 

[Copy.] 
Questions to which Specific Answer is Asked for. 

1. With reference to the statement on p. 530* in work entitled 
''Explorations in Bible Lands'' (reissued under the title of "Baby- 
lonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania," Series D, Vol. 
1, Philadelphia, 1904, to be referred to hereafter as "E. B. L.'') respect- 
ing the letter "To Lushtamar'' we ask the following questions: 

A, Was the tablet excavated from the remains of the so-called 
Temple Library? If so, when? If not, what is the meaning of the 
paragraph, and why is reference to this tablet had in a paragraph 
dealing with the archaeological excavations conducted at Nippur? 

Answer: All the necessary details are given on pp. 37f., 
186-190, 310ff. 

In this connection your attention is directed to the date on the 
tablet, to wit, 5-7-89 ; to your statement in your answer to the charges 
before the Committee that it was purchased April 18, 1899 ;t and to 
your further statement that on July 5, 1899,J you learned that this 
tablet had been duly delivered "in accordance with the terms of 
purchase." 

We ask: 

A. What terms of purchase did you make with the Arab thief who 
you say stole it from the mounds at Nippur? 

Answer: I cannot remember the price. I stipulated that he 
deliver it to the then head of the firm Blockey, Hotz & Co. in 
Baghdad, or to any member of our first Babylonian Expedition 
who might remain in Baghdad (cf. Peters, "Nippur," Vol. I, pp. 
288f. ; Hilprecht, E. B. L., p. 318). Cf . pp. 186f ., above. 

B, If you bought the tablet at or near Nippur, why did you not 
report the purchase to the Director of the Expedition, Dr. Peters? 

* [Evident mistake for "p. 632."— H. V. H.] 
t [Evident mistake for •* 1^89."— H. V. H.] 
i [Evident mistake for "1889."— H. V. H.J 
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Answer: I did not report any of the objects purchased for 
the Prince Collection to Dr. Peters. This fund had been placed 
l)y Dr. Prince in my hands, to be used in my own discretion for the 
piu-chase of a collection to be presented by him to the University 
of Pennsylvania (cf. Peters, "Nippur,'^ Vol. I, p. 297; also 
Part I, p. 187, above). Dr. Peters' statement in his "Nippur," 
Vol. I, p. 223, that I showed him those antiquities which I had 
bought at Hillah on January 27, 1889, "before concluding the 
piu-chase," is incorrect. I showed them to him merely out of 
courtesy after I had concluded the purchase. Moreover, I did not 
any longer regard myself as standing under the control of Dr. 
Peters, after our excavations at Nippur were at an end. I took 
precisely the same attitude at the end of the fourth expedition, 
of which I was in conmiand, with regard to the architects, as I 
took with regard to myself in 1889. Besides, Dr. Peters was not 
with us on either of the two boats by which we left Nippur. He 
went on horseback with Dr. Harper by way of Diwaniyeh. 

C. Was not Mr. Noorian with you on the day, April 18, 1889, on 
which you claim to have bought it? 

Ansv^er: Yes ; but whether on the boat with me or on the second 
boat, I cannot remember. We left Nippur by means of two large 
freight-boats of the kind pictured on p. 431 of my E. B. L., carrying 
all oiu* antiquities excavated, our stores, tents, some zaptiehs and a 
goodly number of Arab workmen with their families, whom we had 
taken from Hillah to Nippur (cf. Peters, "Nippur," Vol. I, p. 221), 
and whom we felt bound to carry safely back to Hillah. The Lush- 
tamar tablet was bought of one of these workmen. 

D. How do you account for the fact that the date July 5, 1889, 
agrees with the entry in a notebook of Mr. D. Z. Noorian's stating that 
he had bought 17 tablets for you at Baghdad on July 5, 1889, and 
that all 17 came from the mound Abu Habba? 

Answer: Cf. pp. 313, above. 

E. Are there not 17 tablets in the Museum, including the Lush- 
tamar — all bought out of the Prince Fund — ^labeled July 5, 1889? 

Answer: Yes. 

2. With reference to p. 518 of E. B. L., on which there is an 
illustration entitled "Large fragment of a clay tablet containing the 
plan of Nippur and its environments," we ask: 

^ A. Is the statement, pp. 518-19, that it was found in a jar 
unearthed "soon after my arrival at Nippur in 1900" an accurate 
and true statement? 

You are referred to the testimony of Mr. C. S. Fisher, the architect 
of the expedition, who denies that the tablet was found in a jar, or 
found after your arrival in 1900. 
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Answer: This question is fully answered on pp. 38 and 194ff., 
215ff., above. If Mr. Fisher is correct, then Dr. Haynes did not 
tell me the truth. I prefer to believe the latter. 

3. With reference to an illustration entitled "Astronomical Tablet 
from the Temple Library," on p. 530 of E. B. L., we ask: 

A. When was it purchased, and from whom? 

Answer: Cf . p. 34, above. 

B. Do you still state that this tablet has anything to do with the 
so-called Temple Library, or that it was excavated by you? 

Answer: (a) I still hold that this tablet has something to do 
with the Temple Library of Nippin*. Cf. pp. 182-184, above. 

(6) I never stated that this or any tablet was excavated by me 
(cf . pp. 174, 207, above). I repeat here emphatically (pp. 176f ., 209f ., 
above) that nobody could gain such impression except through his 
own carelessness; for on p. xix of E. B. L. I state clearly: "From 
the original in the Museum of Archaeology, University of Pennsyl- 
vania," and on p. 526, footnote 1, in connection with a description 
of the results of the fourth expedition: "Owing to their long 
delay in reaching Philadelphia [summer, 1902, when I was in 
Europe], those tablets which were presented by His Majesty the 
Sultan to the writer have not as yet been unpacked." Conse- 
quently the picture could not have been made from an original 
of the fourth expedition not yet unpacked in the Museum at 
Philadelphia. The tablet in question therefore of necessity must 
have belonged to the results of the previous expeditions. 

C. If not, why did you make the statement as above referred to 
onp. 530of E. B. L.? 

Your attention is called to the fact that the illustration also 
appears on p. 114 of your monograph entitled "In the Temple Library 
at Nippur," published in the "Transactions of the Department of 
Archaeology of the University of Pennsylvania," Vol. I, pp. 67 to 125; 
and also referred to in the German edition, "Die Ausgrabungen der 
Universitat von Pennsylvania im Bel-Temple zu Nippiu*," Leipzig, 
1903, p. 60. 

Answer: No further answer required, except that I am unable 
to find any reference to the illustration in question in my German 
lecture, p. 60. 

4. Referring to two clay reliefs, entitled (1) "Beltis leading a 
Worshipper," p. 528 of E. B. L., and (2) entitled "Lutanist surrounded 
by Animals," p. 529 of E. B. L., we ask: 

A. When and where were these found by you? 

Answer: (a) I nowhere stated that these two clay reliefs 
were found by me. Cf . my answer (6) to Question 3, B. 
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(6) I was not present when these objects were found . Accord- 
ing to information received from Dr. Haynes at Nippur (cf . p. 37, 
above), who had reserved these two reliefs with others for my 
examination (cf. my first Report from Nippur, sent March 3, 
1900, p. 224, above), they were excavated by him at "Tablet 
Hill." Only in March, 1908, 1 found in his Diary under April 11 
and 12, 1899, that they were discovered in Mound X, opposite 
*' Tablet Hill." He, therefore, must temporarily have forgotten 
the exact place of their discovery. 

B, If you state a different place or different time than that named 
in E. B. L., how do you account for the discrepancy? 

Answer: Their discovery in Mound X does not alter the fact 
•of their having been found in the "Temple Library of Nippur/' 
for the Temple Library of the Cassite period was situated in 
Mound X. As early as 1901 I had reached the conclusion that 
"it seems not unlikely that the temple owned some property on 
the west side of the canal also, and that a large government 
building once occupied part of this mound" (E. B. L., p. 416). 
In 1902, while studying my old notebooks (containing descriptions 
of contents of tablets excavated by Drs. Peters and Haynes), I 
discovered the first indications of a second temple library at 
Nippur at Mound X. At the end of 1903 I had foimd positive 
evidence among the tablets from Nippur in Constantinople to 
show that the walls and rooms unearthed by Peters and Haynes 
at Mound X formed a group of buildings containing the "Temple 
Library" of the Cassite period. In my lecture before the Philo- 
sophical Society of Philadelphia, March 3, 1905 (cf. pp. 28, 164f., 
176, above), I announced this discovery for the first time publicly 
(cf. also pp. 190f.), and in 1906 I printed a similar announcement 
in my "Mathematical, Metrological and Chronological Tablets 
from the Temple Library of Nippur" (cf. p. 10), where a number 
of tablets from this Ubrary have been published. 

5. With reference to an illustration of "A multiplication table 
91 X 6,"* on p. 531 of E. B. L., we ask : 

A. Where was this found, and when? If your answer is that it 
was not found as part of the contents of the Temple Library, please 
explain why you included it as such as above, also in the monograph 
above referred to on p. 113, and in the German edition, p. 60. 

Answer: Cf. pp. 15, 35. According to information from Dr. 
John P. Peters, it was found on April 15, 1890, in Mound X, 
which I claim to be the site of the Temple Library of the Cassite 
period. Cf . my answer to the preceding question. I published it 
as an illustration of the large niunber of similar tablets discovered 
in "Tablet Hill" (the earlier Temple Library), which, for reasons 

* [Evident mistake for ''1 X 6.'*— H. V. H.] 
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given in my Answer (6) to Question 3, B, were not yet accessible 
for use as illustration. 

6. Referring to the German edition, the monograph which con- 
tains on p. 60 a second multiplication table 1 X 9, we ask : 

A. From whom and when was the same acquired? 

Answer: From Mr. Daniel Z. Noorian, probably in 1889. 
Cf. p. 35, above. 

B, If you answer that it was purchased by Mr. Noorian prior to 
the opening of the so-called Temple Library, please explain the dis- 
crepancy in your statement in the German edition above. 

Answer: Cf. pp. 184ff., above, and my "Mathematical, 
Metrological and Clu-onological Tablets from the Temple Library 
of Nippur," 1906, pp. 14ff. To this I have to add that both 
"Tablet Hill" (site of the earlier Temple Library) and Mound X 
(site of the Temple Library of the Cassite Period) were opened 
by the first expedition in 1889 prior to the purchase of the Noorian 
Table. 

7. With reference to the drawing of a bird, entitled "Drawing of 
a Temple Pupil," in the German edition of the monograph, p. 59, we 
ask: 

A. Was the drawing on clay or on stone? 

Answer: On stone. 

B. If you answer it was on stone, why did you refer to it as though 
it were on clay? 

Answer: I did not refer to it as if it was on clay. The sentence 
in which the reference to the illustration in question is given 
introduces something entirely new, as clearly indicated by its 
opening words : "Then they advanced to free-hand drawing." 

C. Where and when was it found? 

Answer: According to information from Dr. Haynes, in 
"Tablet Hill" in the course of the fourth expedition. Gi. p. 36, 
above. 

D. If you answer that it was found on the site of the Temple 
Library, and before work on the Temple Library had begun, please 
explain why it was introduced by you as an illustration of the records 
of the so-called Temple Library. 

Answer: a. E. B. L., pp. 309ff., and above, pp. 190f ., 200f ., 
278ff., 287, and especially pp. 288 and 289. 

E. On p. 527 of E. B. L. you referred to a bird as being executed 
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very poorly. Was the bird a different one from the one pictured in 
the German monograph? 

Answer: Cf . p. 36, above. I add most emphatically : Indeed 
it was a radically different one. 

E. If so, where is the clay tablet containing the bird, and have 
you it ready for exhibition? 

Answer: In the Imperial Ottoman Museum at Constanti- 
nople. The bird is drawn on a lens-shaped (or rather meant to be 
lens-shaped) unbaked clay tablet, and executed so poorly that I 
had the greatest difficulty in recognizing the figure as a bird with 
outspread wings and peculiar head formation. This tablet will 
be published in my volume on "Model Texts and Exercises from 
the Temple School of Nippur" (cf. Appendix C, below). 

8. Is it the fact that when you reached Nippur in 1900, all the 
tablets found on the site of the so-called Temple Library had been 
boxed and packed with the exception of perhaps 15 or 20? If it is not 
a fact, did you explain* the large number of tablets so boxed and 
packed? If you did not so examine the large number of tablets, and 
if they were packed before your arrival, how do you explain the 
communication sent to The Sunday School TimeSy published May 5, 
1900, announcing the discovery of the Temple Library, and giving a 
general account of the contents of the 16,000 tablets found on the 
site of the Library? 

Answer: Ci. pp. 191f., 196, 224, 226, 248. In addition to 
these quotations I desire to state emphatically once more: (1) 
That I examined about 200 representative tablets from the site of 
the earlier Temple Library (the so-called "Tablet Hill") reserved 
for my examination by Dr. Haynes (not "perhaps 15 or 20"!), 
and 89 from the same mound excavated by myself in March, 
1900 (cf. p. 191); that therefore my communication sent to The 
Sunday School Times was based upon a critical examination of 
nearly 300 tablets from "Tablet Hill" and my previous knowledge 
of over 4000 tablets discovered there by the first and second 
expeditions (cf . pp. 287ff., above). (2) The c. 200 tablets reserved 
for me by Dr. Haynes were designated by him as "representative 
specimens" (cf. my first field report from Nippur on p. 
224, above) of the entire mass gathered from "Tablet Hill" 
prior to my arrival on March 1, 1900. According to the best of 
his ability and guided exclusively by outside appearance, arrange- 
ment and general indications, he had selected these tablets from 
the more than 16,000 excavated in "Tablet Hill," in order to give 
me as clear a conception as possible of the character of these 
tablets, at the same time stating the general proportion of the 
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different classes set apart for me in regard to the total number 
excavated. He chose his specimens so excellently that even 
after I had personally examined all the tablets excavated by the 
fourth expedition in Constantinople in 1902, I only could confirm 
my previous judgment of the character of this collection (con- 
stituting part of the earlier Temple Library of Nippur) as sent 
in 1900 from Nippur. 

9. How do you explain a similar communication sent by you 
March 19, 1900, from Nippur, addressed to Prof. Kittel of Leipzig, 
:and published in the Litterarisches Centralhlatt (May 12 and May 19, 
1900)? Is it an accurate account that you "had definitely found 
the Temple Library,'' and had determined the general character of the 
find? Is it not rather true that you were not present, and that you 
•did not examine any of the tablets? 

My answer is the same as that given with regard to the 
previous question. Besides cf. pp. 283f., 306-309, above. 
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APPENDIX B. 



Extracts from Reviews and Expert Criticism on Prof. Hil- 
precht's "Mathematical, Chronological and Metrological 
Tablets from the Temple Library of Nippur," being Vol. XX, 
Part 1, of Series A (Cuneiform Texts), of "The Babylonian 
Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania." 



Prof. David Eugene Smith, Ph.D., LL.D., Professor of Mathe- 
matics, Teachers' College, Columbia University; Librarian and Editor 
of the Bulletin of The American Mathematical Society and Mathematical 
Editor of the New International Encyclopedia : 

. . . . " Our knowledge of Babylonian mathematics may be said 
to have had but little scientific foundation until Rawlinson deciphered 
Iwo small and imperfect cylinders found in 1854 by W. K. Loftus at 
Senkereh, the ancient Larsam (Larsa) .... and now preserved in 
the British Museum. Discovering the meaning of the keyword IB-DI, 
square, Riawlinson was able to show that these cylinders contained 
tables of squares and cubes, written on the sexagesimal system. Prof. 
Sayce put the date of the cylinders between 2300 and 1600 B.C., and 
thought that there had been a great library at Senkereh which would 
probably yield other mathematical material. Unfortunately this 
expectation has never been realized so far as Senkereh is concerned, 
although a few other similar cylinders have been found elsewhere. 
There has recently been uncovered at Nuffar (the ancient Nippur), 
however, a collection of unexpected richness, and particularly valuable 
for the light which the cylinders throw upon ancient mathematics. 

"The excavations at Nippur began in 1889, and for eighteen 
years Prof. Hilprecht has been connected with the work. He has 
examined, with more or less care, over 50,000 cuneiform tablets thus 
far excavated there, and has secured for Constantinople and Philadel- 
phia the best treasures of what may have been a great temple library. 
.... Some of these tablets are brick text-books, prepared by teachers 
and possibly deposited with other works in the temple library. Some 
have the teacher's model and the pupiFs copy, and still others seem to 
show the erasure of the latter's work. At any rate, such are the 
dates and circumstances and interpretations which Prof. Hilprecht 
assigns to his great discovery. There are not wanting, however, 
those who attack this view, some in a spirit of apparent fairness, ancl 
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others with what appears to be a spirit of somewhat captious criticism. 
It is claimed that the tablets have no literary value, and that there is 
no evidence of a temple library, since some of the cylinders came from 
one part of the ancient city and some from another. One writer even 
weakens his cause by offering the remark that the temple may have 
had a system of Carnegie branches. It is also said that several impor- 
tant tablets did not come from Nippur at all, and an Arab's state- 
ment is taken against Prof. Hilprecht's argimient to prove this fact. 
While it would seem to a layman in matters Assyriological that there 
may have been two libraries at Nippur, as there were at Nineveh, one 
old and the other of later date, and that the statement of an Arab 
trader would not have much weight in a scientific controversy, it is 
certain that the bickering over seventeen tablets out of some 50,000 
should not obscure the fact that here is the greatest discovery of all 
time relating to Babylonian mathematics. It is probable that, with the 
support of such eminent scholars as Prof. Zimmern, of Leipzig; Prof. 
Hommel, of Munich, and Prof. Winckler, of Berlin, Prof. Hilprecht 
will not feel that his labors have been in vain. With the whole con- 
troversy the student of mathematical history need have no concern 
whatever. Here are the cylinders ; they are genuine ; they are ancient ; 
they reveal the science of Babylonia of the second or third millenniimi 
B.C., and whether there was a temple library, or whether an Arab 
told the truth, is from the mathematical standpoint a consideration of 
no moment. 

'' It is the result of a study of over forty mathematical cylinders that 
appears in the volimie under review. These cylinders include multi- 
plication and division tables, tables of squares and square roots, a 
geometric progression, a few computations, and some work on mensura- 
tion The most interesting of all the cylinders, however, is 

No. 25, which is transliterated as follows: . . : . Of this Prof. Hil- 
precht has, with much ingenuity, unraveled part of the meaning 

Moreover the cylinder has three other features of interest: (1) . . . . 
(2) The table gives both an increasing and decreasing geometric pro- 
gression. (3) It is evidently based upon 60* = 12,960,000, which, as. 
Prof. Hilprecht notes, underlies all the mathematical texts described 
in this work, and which is nothing less than the mystic Platonic num- 
ber, "the lord of better and worse births,'' the number of days in the 
•"magnus Platonicus annus" of 36,000 years (of 360 days each), and 
the number at the basis of all the multiplication and division tables of 
Nippur, Sippar, and the library of Ashurbdnapal. 

"The historic interest in this Platonic number does not relate to 
any extent to the supposed mysticism involved in it, but to the fact 
that Plato not improbably received it from the Pythagoreans, and they 
from their master> the tradition of whose sojourn by the Euphrates is 
thus in some slight degree confirmed. At any rate, the whole matter 
seems to show a relation between the East and the West, both in the 
underlying idea of the unit fraction and in the number mysticism of 
the ancient philosophers. 



Digitized 



by Google 



342 

"A further debt which historians of mathematics owe to Prof. 
Hilprecht arises from his contribution to the subject of ancient geom- 
etry. The results of his investigation of several cylinders on mensur- 
ation, together, no doubt, with the Scheil-Eisenlohr investigation of the 
Ine-Sin tablet, show, 'that at this early period the Babylonians must 
have been familiar with the following theorems: (1) The area of a 
rectangle is equal to the product of its base and altitude. (2) The 
area of a square is equal to a square of its side. (3) The area of a 
right triangle is equal to one-half the product of its base and altitude. 
(4) The area of a trapezoid is equal to one-half the sum of its bases 
multiplied by its altitude.' He also shows that they must have known 
either how to find the volume of a parallelepiped (and hence a cube) 
or else a circular cylinder (and hence the area of a circle). 

"Still another inference of great importance, and supported by 
evidence that seems sufficient, is that the Babylonians knew, in some 
form or other, the law of expansion of (a + by, although whether this 
was derived through a study of geometric forms or by induction with 
numbers it is impossible as yet to tell. 

"A final point of much interest may be mentioned, viz., the fact 
that the subtractive principle of the Romans is also found in the 
Babylonian remains. The Romans spoke of nineteen as " undeviginti," 
writing it as IXX or XIX, and Prof. Hilprecht gives no less than 
twelve cundform methods of indicating the same idea (20-1). It 
seems to be certain that the Babylonians applied this principle to 2 
as well as to 1, and even to higher numbers. 

*'The work is illustrated by numerous drawings of mathematical 
tablets, and by a series of carefully executed photographic plates. 

"Altogether there has not appeared since the publication of the 
Eisenlohr translation of Ahmes such a valuable contribution in the 
way of source material for the study of ancient mathematics. It is 
earnestly to be hoped that Prof. Hilprecht will continue in this impor- 
tant line, and that he will be able to assist still further in clearing up a 
number of vexed questions relating to the early mathematics of Meso- 
potamia." — Bulletin of the Amer. Mathem. Society, Series 2, Vol. 
XIII, No. 8, May, 1907, pp. 3^2-398 ("The Mathematical Tablets of 
Nippur"). 

Dr. Hugo Radau (author of "Early Babylonian History," etc., 
and "Letters to Cassite Kings from the Temple Archives of Nippvir". 
(in press), at present in the Museum of Archaeology of the University 
of Pennsylvania occupied with the preparation of a volume on 
"Hymns to NIN-IB from the Temple Library of Nippur"): "Prof. 
Hilprecht has by this volume banished for all time to come any doubt 
which still might be entertained with regard to the existence of a 
Temple Library at Nippur. It is a volume .... which testifies 
not only to the exalted scholarship of the author, but which is at once 
both epoch-making and foundation laying for all future investigations 
in the realms of Babylonian Science and History. Indeed, we are 
amazed at the author's painstaking labors in trying to get at tlie root 
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of the underlying principles of the tablets here published — ^labors 
which betray to us both the author's unbounded love and great 
acumen for just such investigations. The University of Pennsylvania, 
nay all America, may rightly be proud in possessing such a unique 
library, a very small part of which is in this volume made accessible to 
the world at large." — Old Penn Weekly Review of the University of 
Pennsylvania, Vol. V, No. 21 (February 16, 1907), pp. 3 and 5. In the 
same favorable way Dr. Radau refers to the same volume in The 
HomUetic Revi&w, Vol. LV, No. 2 (February, 1908), pp. 100-104. 

Prof. Robert W. Rogers, Ph.D., LL.D., Drew Theological 
Seminary, Madison, N. J. : 

^^ There is simply no need to be surprised at anything that comes 

out of the ancient world Few institutions in America have a 

nobler record for original research into the secrets of nature and the 
secrets of the past than the University of Pennsylvania. To-day I 
am reminded afresh of the University's contribution to the historical 
sciences as I turn over the learned pages of a new book on the 'Mathe- 
matical, Metrological and Chronological Tablets from the Temple 
Library of Nippur,' edited by Hermann Volrath Hilprecht, Ph.D., 
D.D., whose honor it is to occupy the Clark Research Professorship 
of Assyriology in the University. No other University the world over 
has a professorship entirely devoted to research in this great field. 
The chair has richly justified its existence, and it is likely yet more to 

increase in influence and results The phototypes are superbly 

executed ; they are in considerable part distinctly legible. Hilprecht's 
autographs, it need only be said, are done in his own incomparable 

style The documents themselves are of appeaUng interest, and 

in Hilprecht's skillful hands they have gained and not lost in interest. 
I have read the introduction, and have fallen under its spell. If I 
reproduce here some observations taken from it and some reflections 
occasioned by them, the reader will have the opportunity of trying 
for himseK their interest. 

"There are some things in this great world which make a more 
appealing claim upon my interest than the noble science of mathe- 
matics, yet am I both interested and amazed at this display of ancient 
mathematics which Hilprecht has published here. Here, to start at 

the beginning, are some multiplication tables 

"These are not so remarkable, for any of us would be willing to 
concede this limited amount of knowledge to the ancient Babylonians. 
But Hilprecht has found divisor and quotient tablets running up into 
the millions. This is a bit more staggering, but there is a greater 
wonder to follow. He has found a number of multiplication tables 
in which every number multiplied is either a divisor or a quotient of 
12,960,000. And now, dear reader, prepare to be astonished. And 
as the introduction to this thy astonishment let me quote Hilprecht : 

" *The question arises, what is the meaning of all this? What 
in particular is the meaning of the number 12,960,000 (= 60* or 
3600^) which underlies all the mathematical texts here treated? .... 
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The answer, as it seems to me, is partly given by Plato in his "Repub- 
lic,'' Book VIII, 546, B-D, which contains the famous "Number of 
Plato," "notoriously the most difficult passage in his writings.' " 

"Here is some fun for the classical scholars. Plato's geometrical 
number, which he calls the 'lord of better and worse births,' is the 
arithmetical expression of a great law controUing the universe. 

"Hilprecht goes on to speak of the Babylonian ideas of the rela- 
tionship existing between heaven and earth, according to which the 
same powers and principles .... 'which rule in the world at large, 
the macrocosm, are valid in the life of man, the microcosm.' "Die 
number 12,960,000 governs the universe, for 12,960,000 days . . . 
are equal to 36,000 years, which form a Babylonian cycle, or constitute 
an aeon in the life of the universe. As man is controlled by the same 
mathematical laws as the imiverse, of which he forms a part or fraction, 
the same number 12,960,000, or one of its fractions (expressed by its 
divisors), must control the life of man. Now we know from another 
passage of the "Republic" (Book X, 615 B) that Plato reckoned the 
duration of human life as 100 years, or 100 X 360 = 36,000 days. 
Hence it follows that a day in the liite of man corresponds to a year 
in the life of the universe. In other words, the duration of a hiigian 
lifetime forms the 360th part of an aeon of the universe (or the 360th 
degree of a corresponding circle).' It seems to me that Hilprecht, 
with the assistance of Prof. Lamberton .... has made out the case, 
and shed most welcome light upon the great philosopher .... 

"The last text in the volume is a chronological text, and to my 
mind its value at least equals that of all the other texts put together. 
Prof. Hilprecht has introduced it in a learned introduction which 
fills twenty big pages 

"I congratulate Prof. Hilprecht on this fresh, vigorous and able 
contribution to the growing science of Assyriology." — Sunday School 
Times J May 25, 1907, p. 264 ("Hilprecht's Recent Researches in the 
Nippur Temple Library"). 

Dr. William Hayes Ward, D.D., LL.D., Editor of The Inde- 
pendent, Director of the Wolfe Expedition to Babylonia in 1884-85 
(while regretting that the Peters-Hilprecht Controversy was dis- 
cussed in the book and regarding the tablets here published as "the 
school exercises of a temple school") : "The Part is a decidedly valuable 
addition to Babylonian Science. The work is done in a thorough and 
scholarly way with abundant credit to other scholars, as shown by the 
multitude of citations. It is a credit to the University, and, without 
expressing ourselves again on the old personal matters involved, and 
which should be treat^ by him [Hilprecht] separately, those charges 
of misrepresentation in earlier writings should not be allowed to detract 
from the value of these scholarly researches." — The Independent, 
1907, p. 444. 

Prof. Dr. Moritz Cantor, University of Heidelberg (the great 
authority on the history of Mathematics and author of the standard 
work, Vorlesungen iiher die Geschichte der Mathematik, 3d edition of 
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Vol. I, Leipzig, 1907): "The magnificent work on the excavations 
of Nippur by Hilprecht (B, £., XX)."— Prof. Bezold's Zeitschrift filr 
Assyriologie, Vol. XXI, January, 1908, p. 114. 

Prof. Dr. Fritz Hommel, University of Munich: "A number of 
documents from the 21st and 14th pre-Christian centuries, exceedingly 
important for the history of Mathematics, has just been published by 
Prof. Herm. Hilprecht in Vol. XX of the University of Pennsylvania's 
* Babylonian Expedition.' They are texts which belong to the remains 
of the Temple Library of Nippur, discovered in 1900 and as such 
established by Hilprecht. ..... Through these pubhcations and 

Hilprecht's penetrating researches in connection with them, we now 
obtain a clear insight into the system of the various Babylonian texts 
containing squares, square-roots, geometrical progressions, etc. The 
most interesting result obtained is that in the numerous multiplication 
and division tables there appear quotients of a higher at first unknown 
nimiber, which in the course of further investigations was shown 
to be the square of the saros (or the number 36&), i.e., 12,960,000. 
But through this, at the same time, the riddle is definitely solved which 
hitherto was proposed by 'one of the most obscure passages not only in 
the writings of Plato, but in those of the ancient world in general' (com- 
pare the passage in Cicero, AU. VII, 13, 5 : numero Platonis obscurius 
['more obscure than the number of Plato']) used as a proverb." — 
Beilage zur Allgemeinen Zeitung, Munich, March 8, 1907, No. 57, p. 
452 ("The Platonic Number"). 

Baron Dr. Oefele, Neuenahr, Rhenish Prussia (a leading authority 
on the history of Natural Sciences and Medicine, to whom Assyriology 
owes the decipb^ingiuad interpretation of important medical cuneiform 
texts) : 'The publications issued in Philadelphia under Hilprecht's direc- 
tion, based upon 50,000 cuneiform texts (the Library of Sardanapalos, 
forming the basis of the London collection, consists only of about 20,000 
tablets and fragments), will in future rival the Library of Sardanapalos, 
to which hitherto we owed almost excliisively our real knowledge of 
Babylonian civiUzation. But while Sardanapalos' texts (Koujomjik 
Collection) for the greater part were written only after 700 B.C., 
Hilprecht's texts date mostly from 1350 and 2200 B.C."— "For 
the history of Arithmetic Hilprecht's publication is what the publica- 
tion of the Code of Hammurabi was for the history of Law." — MiUeU- 
ungen zur Geschichte der Medizin und der Naturwissenschxiften, Ham- 
burg, Vol. VII (1907), pp. 44-46, 91. 

Prof. Dr. R. Stobe: .... "As the civilized people of the 
ancient East are more fully revealed to us, and we come to recognize 
the influence they exercised upon the historical development of the 
world, we find the sphere of history accessible for scientific study 
immensely enlarged and the means prepared for an incomparably 
deeper conception of ancient civiUzation as a whole." .... "Very 
important considerations are offered us there [i.e., in Babylon], which 
it is for us to avail ourselves of, bearing upon the Irsaelitish religion, on 
primitive Christianity, on the beginnings of Greek civiUzation, on 
23 
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mythology and legends, on the science and the thought of the ancient 
peoples. By these discoveries we are ever more confirmed in the view 
that cosmology and especially ancient astronomy — except for the 
new developments due to Greek science — are an inheritance from 
Babylon. And now that the mysterious * Platonic number' has 
been revealed to us, thanks to the great mathematical archives in 
Nippur, as an outcome of the Babylonian sexagesimal system, we are 
forced to recognize a Babylonian factor in the thought of the Greek 
world. 

"The documents here referred to were recently published by 
their discoverer. Prof. Dr. Hilprecht, in the large work, 'The Baby- 
lonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania,' Vol. XX, Part 
I, under the title: 'Mathematical, Metrological and Chronological 
Tablets from the Temple Library of Nippur,' Philadelphia, 1906. 
The number meant by Plato in Rep. VIII, 546 B-D, and there denomi- 
nated the 'Lord of better and worse births,' is 60* - 12,960,000. It 
is given as common multiple in the arithmetical division tables in the 
archives at Nippur. Plato combines with this another number also 
indirectly indicated, 6* = 216: this latter denotes the shortest period of 
gestation. Hilprecht is right in his conjecture that the number 
12,960,000, like 216, is to be interpreted of days. This gives us 36,000 
years for the Babylonian world-period; this world-period of 36,000 
years answers to the human life period of 36,000 day^ = 100 years 
(Plato, Rep. X, 615 D). The intermediaries between Greece and the 
East were probably the Pjrthagoreans, whose philosophy and mathe- 
matics show traces of Indian influence." .... "In any case we 
have the connection between Plato and the Babylonian arithmetical 
system firmly established. Furthermore the cosmic interpretation 
of the number answers to the Babylonian conception of the Universe 
set forth and emphasized particularly by H. Winckler : That the periods 
of the heavenly phenomena were the types of the mundane; that 
the world-period corresponds numerically to the human life period. 
The earthly is but a reduced copy of the heavenly. I refer the reader 
particularly to the paper of a characteristically careful Ass)rriologist, 
H. Zimmern, in Die Wissenschaft supplement to the National Zeitungj 
February 8. 1907. 

"That greatest achievement of the Greek mind, the Platonic 
philosophy, in its central doctrine of 'the Ideas' is an unconscious 
echo of the fundamental view of the Babylonians: that all that is 
and befalls upon earth corresponds to a heavenly prototype." — NeiLC 
Jahrbiicher fiir das Klassische AUertum, Geschichte und Deutsche Litera- 
tur, Vols. XIX and XX, Part 10, December 5, 1907, pp. 555flF. ("New 
Demands upon the Higher Instruction in History," translated from the 
German by Prof. W. A. Lamberton of the University of Pennsylvania). 

Dr. a. Ungnad, of the Babylonian Section of the Royal Museums, 
Berlin (while at present only acknowledging the existence of a "Pro- 
fessional and School Library at Nippur"): .... "In this [first] 
chapter ['On the age of Babylonian literature'] Hilprecht points out 
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rightly that the later Babylonian and' Assyrian time created Uttle 
that was new in Uterature." .... "Through the excavations in 
Nippur our knowledge of the histoiy of Babylonian mathematics and 
metrology has been advanced considerably, and we see here again — 
as far as our incomplete knowledge allows of such conclusions — ^that 
the later time did not essentially go beyond the older." .... "Hil- 
precht then calls attention to the fact that the famous Platonic Number 
(Republ. VIII, 546 B-D) is connected with Babylonian arithmetics, 
and this is one of the chief merits of his book." .... "Chapter IV, 
.... entitled 'A New Chronological List,' treats of a list of kings from 
about 2000 B.C., which is of eminent importance for Old Babylonian 
chronology and without doubt constitutes the most important part of 
the book." — Zeitschrift der Deutschen MorgerUdndischen GeseUschafty Vol. 
LXI, Leipzig, 1907, pp. 705-717. Compare the same scholar's "Baby* 
Ionian Mathematics and the Platonic Nimiber" in Deutsche Rundschau, 
July, 1907, pp. 133-136: "A new connecting link between Oriental 
and Occidental civiUzation has recently been established through the 
researches published by Hilprecht, Professor of Assyrian in the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, in his book, 'Mathematical, etc.. Tablets.'" 

Dr. R. Zehnpfund, Oranienbaum, Anhalt: "Apart from the 
first volume of the great collective work, this latest pubhcation, I think, 
considerably excels in scientific value the others thus far issued. It 
is an entirely new field of Babylonian hteratiu'e for the first time 
treated here systematically." .... "The deciphering of the tablets 
here published is one of the most difficult tasks hitherto accomplished 
by Assyriology. They form part of the Temple Library of Nippur, 
the existence of which nobody will now doubt any more after such 
characteristic specimens have been submitted." .... "They repre- 
sent scientific texts of a library serving purely scientific purposes." 
.... " Hilprecht's treatise accompanying these texts may be regarded 
as epoch-making," 

Prof. Dr. H. Zimmern, University of Leipzig: "The latest 
(recently published) Volume XX, Part 1, of the collective work, 'The 
Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania,' edited by 
Prof. Dr. Hilprecht in Philadelphia — ^in which the numerous cuneiform 
texts found by the American expedition at Nippur are pubHshed by 
him and various other Assyriologists in a truly exemplary manner 
according to the plan of the Editor — again brings a number of scientific 
surprises." . ..." Of eminent importance for the earUer Babylonian 
chronology is a list containing all the kings and years of government of 
the dynasties of Ur and Isin, ruling in Babylonia prior to Hammurabi. 
But I do not intend to discuss here this chronological list of kings; 
nor the new metrological tablets, which also offer several things of 
importance for Babylonian metrology. In this place I rather prefer 
to treat exclusively the tablets with mathematical contents, .... of 
which the Editor publishes here only a part, with very remarkable 
discussions concerning them in the Introduction, on which the following 
treatment is chiefly based." Then follows a thorough and very favor- 
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able discussion of my principal researches on Babylonian mathematics, 
including their relation to the Platonic nimiber, which are accepted 
by Prof. Zimmern. — Die Wissenschaften, BeUage der National Zeitung, 
Berlin, February 8, 1907 ("Mathematical Nimibers with Plato and 
the Babylonians— 12,960,000, i.e., 60*"). 

Dr. C. H. W. Johns, Lecturer in Queen's College, Cambridge, 
England, and Bang's College, London: "Prof. H. V. Hilprecht has 
just published some mathematical tablets from Nippur." . . , . 
"Among a number of tables of multiplication, division, factors, squares, 
square roots, cubes, weights and measures, etc., are some of marked 
pecuUarity. They contain a set of factors or divisors of 12,960,000 
or 60*." .... "He [the Babylonian] had reached that stage when, as 
Plato sajrs, 'every divisor' was 'a gift from God.' It must then have 
seemed to him that there was at the end of his list a Grand Unity, 
as there was a imity at the beginning, into which all numbers would 
divide, or rather, as he soon perceived, all such numbers as had about 
them a pecuhar nature. As his scale of notation was the sexagesimal, 
in which 60, 60^, 60", 60* were each represented by the sign used to 
denote 1, only written in larger form or in a separate place, he must 
have regarded this high number, of which alone factors could easily 
be tabidated without overhanging units or broken numbers, as a 
pecuUarly perfect nimiber. 

"Plato and the Pjrthagorean philosophers juggle with the same 
elements of arithmetic as the Babylonians did, but we do not know 
that all played the same tricks. Suffice it is to say that nearly every 
number which Dr. Adam finds in Plato's speculations. Prof. Hilprecht 
finds significantly placed in his Nippur mathematical tables. Prof. 
Hilprecht's interpretation of the 'Law of Harmony' which he finds in 
Plato, treated as a commentary on Babylonian arithmetical cosmo- 
graphy, differs from Dr. Adam's 'Law of Change' which he sees in 
Plato's words. 

"Prof. Hilprecht is imdoubtedly right when he brings out so fully 
the significance of the 12,960,000 days, or 36,000 years, which, as 
Berosus told us of old, was a Babylonian cycle, and shows that the 
same numbers must somehow control the life of man. Plato's hun- 
dred years would give 36,000 days, and a day in the life of man answers 
to a year in the life of the Universe. 

"We see now that the Babylonians had at their command a nota- 
tion which they actually used to express 195,955,200,000,000, though 
what they wanted with such a number one can hardly say." — The 
Classical Review, London and Boston, December, 1907, Vol. XXI, No. 
8, pp. 246f . 

[Dr. L. W. King],* Department of Egyptian and Ass3rrian Anti- 
quities, British Miiseum: "The new volimie is from the pen of the 
general editor of the texts. Prof. H. V. Hilprecht, and it contains a 

* [This review was not signed At my request the publisher kindly fur- 
nished the above information. — H. V. H,J 
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number of texts of considerable interest." .... "Prof. Hilprecht has 
made a careful study of these texts, and he fully explains the dififerent 
systems of arrangement that were employed and the various mathe- 
matical terms used in the texts." .... "We shall look with great 
interest for the appearance of the next part of this volume, and we 
meanwhile offer our congratulations to the Board of Archaeology of 
the University of Pennsylvania, and to Prof. Hilprecht, the general 
editor of the series." . . . . — Lumens Oriental List and Book Review, 
London, March-April, 1907, pp. 62f. 

Theophilus G. Pinches, LL.D., formerly of the Department of 
Egyptian and Ass)rrian Antiquities, British Museum: "This is a 
worthy successor to the other valuable works which, under the able 
editorship of Prof. Hilprecht, the University of Pennsylvania has 
given to the Assyriological world." .... "We are" .... "filled 
with wonderment at the mathematical portion of the work, which may 
be regarded as one of the minor surprises, and which the author of the 
descriptive chapters has dealt with so ably." .... "A text giving 
the volimie of the contents of the measure called adapu leads Prof. 
Hilprecht to the conclusion that the Babylonians of the second millen- 
niimi B.C. were able to calculate its capacity from its three dimensions, 
and it is probable that they could determine any problem of that nature. 
Historians, however, will find that this voliune has an interest also for 
them in the chronological Hst giving the lengths of the reigns of the 
kings of Ur and Isin." .... "The copies are executed with all Prof. 
Hilprecht's accuracy." . . . . — Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, 
London, July, 1907, pp. 707-710. 

Prof. A. H. Sayce, D.D., LL.D., Litt.D., D.C.L., Fellow of Queens 
College and Professor of Assyriology at the University of Oxford, 
England: "The new volume of *The Babylonian Expedition of the 
University of Pennsylvania' is full of important matter for Oriental 
learning. Prof. Hilprecht begins with some words of answer to his 
critics in America. Into the details of this controversy, however, we on 
this side of the Atlantic must decHne to enter. In so far as the dispute 
turns upon whether a certain collection of cuneiform tablets should be 
called the library of a temple or of a temple school, the question seems 
little more than a verbal quibble : in any case it was a library, and in 
the Middle Ages the library of a cathedral was also the library of a 
cathedral school. " * 

"The tablets of which Prof.TIilprecht has given us copies with his 
usual exactitude and graphic skill belong partly to about 2200 B.C., 
partly to the middle of the Cassite period, about 1300 B.C. The 
greater number of them are mathematical, and the chapter devoted 
by their editor to their interpretation is a brilhant addition to our 
knowledge of ancient culture. They testify to an advanced state of 
mathematical science. As is well known. Babylonia was the originator 
of the sexagesimal system, 60 taking the place of zero in mathematical 
calculations. But what was not known were the high nimibers with 
which the Babylonian mathematicians were able to deal, one of the 
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multiplication or rather division tables, for instance, beginning with 
8,640,000. Another table gives us 'the 216,000th part of 195,955,- 
200,000,000/ 

"llie study of these mathematical tablets has led Prof. Hilprecht 
to an important discovery. They are all based on the number 12,- 
960,000— that is to say, 60* or 3600^— as their dividend. Now this is 
precisely the famous * Number of Plato,' which in the Republic he calls 
'the lord of better and worse births.' It was, in fact, the mathe- 
matical statement of the law of the universe, to which all things, when 
mathematically expressed, must conform by being its divisors, other- 
wise chaos and anarchy would be introduced into the world in place 
of harmony. The Babylonian origin of the whole conception, which 
has long been suspected, is now proved, and is fresh evidence of the 
indebtedness of Greek thought to Babylonian civilization. 

"Of equal value with the mathematical tablets is a chronological 
tablet which contains a dated list of the dynasties of Ur and Isin, and 
must have been compiled before the reign of Khammu-rabi. Unfor- 
timately the tablet is merely a fragment, and the obverse is at present 
illegible. The two dynasties, however, with the length of each king's 
reign, are well preserved, and throw a welcome light on early Baby- 
lonian chronology. Many of the kings belonging to the dynasty of 
Isin are new to us, and the length of time during which the dynasty 
lasted — ^two himdred and twenty-five and a half years — comes as a 
surprise." .... "It is needless to add that the texts have all been 
copied with the minute accuracy for wliich Prof. Hilprecht is cele- 
brated." — The Expository Times, Edinburgh, August, 1907, Vol. 
XVIII, No. 11, pp. 496f. ("Recent Biblical Archaeology, Nippur"). 

Prof. C. Fossey, Professor of Assyrian in the College de 
France, Sorbonne, Paris: "Mr. Hilprecht has published some speci- 
mens of tablets from the Temple Library of Nippur, discovered by the 
expedition of the University of Pennsylvania. .... "In a learned 
Introduction Mr. Hilprecht has clearly explained the notations of 
Babylonian arithmetic. He has besides observed that the number 
12,960,000 (= 60* or 3600^), which serves as a base for all the calcula- 
tions, is no other than the famous mmiber of Plato, and has attempted 
a new interpretation of the obscure passage (Rep., VIII, 546 B.-D.,) 
where the pecuUarities of this number are set forth. We can now 
aflfirm with certainty what has only been«urmised so far, namely, that 
Pythagoras borrowed this number anft the idea of an influence exer- 
cised by it upon the life of man directly from Babylonia. The metro- 
logical tablets establish definitely the existence of two different cubits 
(ammatu), give us the relation between Vashlu, le svbbdn et le GAR, and 
show tiie Babylonians regularly applying the theorems giving the sur- 
face and the contents of the most simple solids. The chronological 
tablet, written towards the end of the third miUenniimi before our 
era, shows .... that the scribes of Nabonidos may well have possessed 
historical documents allowing them to go back as far as the time of the 
ancient Sargon. Mr. Hilprecht has in this connection taken up again 
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the obscure and complicated problem of Babylonian chronology, and all 
historians of the ancient Orient will have to take into consideration this 
very soUd and very searching investigation. I have but one word to 
say of the copies : they are masterworks of exactness." — Revue Critique 
(THistoire et de LiUerature, New Series, Vol. LXIV, No. 29, July 22, 
1907. 

Count Dr. Bruto Teloni, the Italian Assyriologist: "When 
some American Orientalists undertook, about eighteen years ago, 
the archaeological exploration of ancient Nippur (to-day Nuffar) in 
Chaldea, the discoveries which they made were far more important than 
was expected. The first reports on the undertaking announced the 
existence at Nippur of monuments of the highest interest; we refer to 
the first volumes of the official work on the expedition, entitled 'The 
Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania' (Phila- 
delphia, 1893, and the following years), which, with the published 
texts and the account of the excavations, proved that the American 
Mission was doing truly scientific work. 

" 'The Babylonian Expedition,' which continues to appear with 
the collaboration of various scholars, will give the history of the most 
memorable archaeological exploration of the last century, especially 
the series of the epigraphical texts (Series A), edited by H. V. Hilprecht, 
to whom we owe the above mentioned volume [Vol. XX, Part I], and 
promises to become the ' Corpus inscriptionum cuneatarum^ par excel- 
lence, and in its vastness it will surpass any similar collection. 

"Hilprecht, who is perhaps the most authoritative amongst the 
readers of the original cuneiform inscriptions, and who for about 
eighteen years has traveled indefatigably from Philadelphia to Con- 
stantinople and from Constantinople to Nippur in order to unearth the 
monuments and classify them for the Museum of the Ottoman Empire 
and that of the University of Pennsylvania, was reproached by certain 
critics for the slowness with which the pubUcation proceeded. We 
refer our readers to the sharp reply of the author in the Preface (pp. 
viiff.), but we shall not concern ourselves with polemics, preferring to 
glance at the results which Dr. Hilprecht submits to the judgment of 
the public. 

"Volume XX, 1, of 'The Babylonian Expedition' contains three 
groups of texts : mathematical, metrological and historico-chronological. 
These in themselves do not appear so important as the historical infer- 
ences which the author has been able to draw from them. We will 
not speak here of the few but interesting instances with regard to 
scholastic texts by the author (pp. xf .) which do not belong to the 
subject of this volume. We find here in Chapter I and in the notes 
questions concerning every field of Assjrrian studies, e.g,y the antiquity 
of Babylonian literature (where the author seems cautiously to attrib- 
ute the origin of all classes of Assjrrian literature to the second and 
third millenniums B.C.), the origin of the same literature, a problem 
in which the author takes a decisive attitude concerning the Sumerian, 
affirming, perhaps too positively, that the primitive science and art 
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of the Sumerians degenerated, little by little, under the Semitic 
invaders, p. 9). 

"With a minute examination and comparison of the texts, Hil- 
precht, who masters them admirably, has arrived at very happy con- 
jectures in the field of lexicography: the meanings of m'um, agarinnu 
and tsUlu (pp. 35ff., § III) may be said to be assured; certain [other] 
lexicographical questions (see, e.g., p. xii), if not solved, are made 
clearer, and the same with other questions of reading, e.g., in the case 
of the group a-a, for which the author desires to return to the pro- 
nunciation ai, as formerly adopted." .... 

"But the most attractive part of the work is in the commentary 
on the mathematical (Chapter II) and chronological (Chapter IV) 
inscriptions. From the Temple Library of Nippur come some tablets 
of multiphcation and division, where the numbers multiphed and 
divided appear in accordance with the decimal and sexagesimal 
system (this is peculiar to the Babylonians), and especially with 216 
and 12,960,000. Here we have (as Hilprecht thinks) the two mysterious 
numbers of Plato, Rep., XIII, 546 B-D: 12,960,000 must be the 
famous geometrical number, regulator of the destinies of the world and 
of man and the Lord of good and bad births, formed by 216 (because 
216 X 60,000 = 12,960,000), which 216 represents (in days) the 
shortest period of gestation of the hiunan individual. 

"The author recollects the mysterious influence that the Baby- 
lonians attributed to numbers, the relations which in Babylonia were 
believed to exist between numbers and the life of individuals; he 
recollects that 36,000 [years of 360 days] is a cycle known also from 
Berosus, and 36,000 X 360 = 12,960,000, and he concludes that the 
true meaning of the difficult passage of Plato has been suggested to 
him by his knowledge (not immediate) of Babylonian antiquities. 

"Will the classicists accept as definite demonstrations all the 
explanations attempted here of Plato's problem? Perhaps not, but 
they will say that amongst the interpretations proposed up to this day, 
those presented by Hilprecht are possible and sometimes very much 
to the point. 

"Analogously the Assjrriologists will make reservations from the 
theories of the author (Chapter IV) relative to ancient Babylonian 
chronology (for instance, with regard to the supposed contemporaneous- 
ness of certain sovereigns of Isin with others of the first Babylonian 
dynasty, especially (p. 50) of Damiqilishu with Sinmvballidh) , but they 
will adhere to the general ideas expounded by Hilprecht concerning 
the problem (pp. 41ff.): that King Nabonidos, the 'Chaldean archae- 
ologist,' calculating as 3200 years the period that intervened between 
his own reign and that of Naramsin, must have based his opinion 
upon some document; that the calculations of Nabonidos or of his 
historiographers evidently in some cases are erroneous ; that one must, 
in some cases, admit the contemporaneousness of the dynasties; 
that one must distinguish between the real kings (the author says 
'emperors') and those who accidentally exercised a kind of sovereignty 
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over the great metropolis (as Nebuchadrezzar I, king of Isin and then 
'emperor/ p. 44), etc., etc. 

r^'fe "In conclusion', if the work of Dr. Hilprecht leaves here and there 
divers questions unsolved (and the author acknowledges it, see p. 
45), yet it enriches Assyriology with precious contributions to grammar, 
the lexicon, paleography, history of the excavations and history of 
hterature. The tablets published in this work in autograph and photo- 
type are of rare clearness, and the archaeological descriptions of every 
single monument leave nothing to be desired." (Translated from the 
Italian by Signor de Angelis, of Philadelphia.) — La Cvltura, Rivista 
Critica fondata da Ruggero Bonghij Third Series, edited by Luigi Ceci, 
Cesare de Lollis, Nicola Festa, Professors at the University of Rome 
Yol. XXVI, No. 16 (August 15, 1907), pp. 250ff. 
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APPENDIX C. 



Complete List op all the Volumes Published, in Press or in 
Course op Preparation of the University op Pennsyl- 
vania's Oppicial Publication on its Pour Babylonian 
Expeditions. 
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L Volumes Published or in Press, 



6erie8 H, Cuneiform Cexts: 

Vol. I : Old Babylonian Inscriptions* chiefly from Nippur* by H. Y. Hilprecht. 
Part 1, 1893, $5.00 (onl/ a few copies left). 
Part 2, 1896, $5.00. 

Vol. VI: Babylonian Legal and Business Documents from tlie Time of tlie 
First Dynasty of Babylon. 

Part 1, chiefly from Sippar, by H. Ranke, 1906, $6.00. 

VoL VIII: Legal and Commercial Transactions* dated in the Assyrian* Neo- 
Babylonian and Persian Periods. 
Part 1, chiefly from Nippur, by A. T. Qay, 1908, $6.00. 

VoL IX: Business Documents of Murashil Sons of Nippur* dated in the 
Reign of Artaxerxa I* by H. V. Hilprecht and A. T. Clay, 1898, $6.00. 

Vol. X: Business Documents of Murashil Sons of Nippur* dated hi the 
Reign of Darius II* by A. T. Clay, 1904. $6.00. 

Vol. XIV: Documents from the Temple Archives of Nippur* dated hi the 
Reigns of Cassite Rulers* with complete dates* by A. T. Clay, 1906, $6.00. 

VoL XV: Documents from the Temple Archives of Nippur* dated hi the 
Reigns of Cassite Rulers* with faicomplete dates* by A. T. Clay, 1906, $6.00. 

VoL XVII: Letters to Cassite Kings from the Temple Archives of Nippur. 
Part 1, by Hugo Radau (in press). 

VoL XIX: Model Texts and Exercises from the Temple School of Nippur. 

Part 1, by H. V. Hilprecht (in press). 

VoL XX: MathematicaL Metrological and Chronological Texts from the 
Temple Library of Nippur. 

Part 1, by H. V. Hilprecht, 1906, $5.00. 

Series D, Researched and Creatises: 

Vol. I: The Excavations hi Assyria and Babylonia (with 120 illustrations 
and 2 maps), by H. V. Hilprecht, 7th edition, 1904, $2.50. 

Note: Entirely revised German and French editions are in the course of 
preparation. The first part of the German edition (bis zum AvftreUn 
De Sarzees) appeared in December, 1904 (J. C. Hinrichs, Leipzig; 
A. J. Holman & Co., Philadelphia, Pa., sole agents for America), 
Price 4 Ma/rh in paper covers, 5 Mark in cloth. The second part is in 
press. 

Vol. Ill: Early Babylonian Personal Nama from the published Tablets of 
the so-called Hammurabi Dynasty* by H. Hanke, 1905, $2.00. 

VoL IV: A New Boundary Stone of Nebuchadrezzar I from Nippur (with 16 
halftone illustrations and 36 drawings), by William J. Hinke, 1907* $3.50. 

(other volumes will be announced LATEU.) 
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IL Volumes in Course of Preparation, 



( For the greater part far enough advanced to secure their early publication. The 

order of some of these volumes and their titles may he changed after a more 

detailed examination of the material not yet catalogued,) 



8erie8 H, Cuneiform Cexts: 

Vol. I: Old Babylonian Inscriptions, chiefly from Nippur. 

Part 8, by H. V. Hilprecht. 
Vol. II: Pre-Sargonic and Sargonic Clay Tablets from Nippur. 

Part 3, from the Period of 8argon of Agade, by Hugo Radau. 
Vol. Ill: Tablets dated in the Reigns of the Kings of the Second Dynasty of 
Ur, from the Archives of Nippur. 
Part 1, preserved in the Imperial Ottoman Museum, Constantinople, by 

P. Engelbert Huber, O.F.M. 
Part 2, preserved in the Museum of the University of Pennsylvania, by 
David W. Myhrman. 
Vol. VI : Babylonian Legal and Business Documents from the Time of the 
First Dynasty of Babylon. 
Part 2, chiefly from Nippur, by Arno Poebel. 
Vol. IX: Business Documents of MurashA Sons of Nippur, dated in the 
Reign of Artaxerxes I. 
Part 2, by A. T. Clay. 
Vol. X: Business Documents of MurashA Sons of Nippur, dated in the Reign* 
of Darius II. 
Part 2, by A. T. Clay. 
Vol. XI : Cuneiform Tablets from Kappadokia. 
Part 1, by H. V. Hilpretht. 
Part, 2, by Hugo Radau. 
Vol. XII: Early Babylonian Letters, by A. T. Clay. 
Vol. XIV: Documents from the Temple Archives of Nippur, dated in th& 
Reigns of Cassite Rulers, with complete dates. 
Part 2, by A. T. Clay. 
Vol. XV: Documents from the Temple Archives of Nippur, dated in the 
Reigns of Cassite Rulers, with incomplete dates. 
Part 2, by A. T. Clay. 
VoL XXIII: Syllabaries from the Temple Library of Nippur. 

Part 1, by H. V. Hilprecht. 
Vol. XXIV: Lists of Personal Proper Names, methodically arranged, from 
the Temple Library of Nippur.* 
Part 1, by A. T. Clay. 

* In justice to Dr. Clay I should state that he accepts the •• Temple Library of Nippur "^ 
in this title only provisionally. 
Vol. XXVIII: Hymns and Prayers to Babylonian Qods, f rom the Temple 

Library of Nippur, by David W. Myhrman. 
VoL XXIX: Hymns to NIN-IB, from the Temple Library of Nippur, by 

Hugo Radau. 
(Vols. XX to XL devoted exclusively to the Temple Library of Nippur.) 

8erie8 B, Hrt and Hrchaeology: 

Vol. III. ludaeo-Aramaic Incantation Bowls from Nippur, by J. A. Mont> 
gomery. 

(other volumes will be announced later.) 
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